ST. GEORGE CITY COUNCIL MINUTES
NOVEMBER 14, 2013, 4:00 P.M.
REGULAR MEETING
ADMINISTRATIVE CONFERENCE ROOM

PRESENT:
Mayor Pro Tem Jon Pike
Councilmember Gil Almquist
Councilmember Jimmie Hughes
Councilmember Ben Nickle
City Manager Gary Esplin
City Attorney Shawn Guzman
City Recorder Christina Fernandez

ALSO PRESENT:
Washington County Election Clerk Melanie Abplanalp

EXCUSED:
Mayor Daniel McArthur
Councilmember Gail Bunker

APPOINT MAYOR PRO TEM:

MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Nickle to appoint Councilmember
Pike as Mayor Pro Tem.

SECOND: The motion was seconded by Councilmember Hughes.

VOTE: Councilmember Pike called for a vote as follows:

Councilmember Hughes - aye
Councilmember Nickle - aye
Mayor Pro Tem Pike - aye

OPENING:
Mayor Pro Tem Pike called the meeting to order and welcomed all in attendance. The

pledge of allegiance to the flag was led by Councilmember Nickle and the invocation was
offered by Reverend Alex Wilkie.

Councilmember Almquist arrived.

CANVASS THE 2013 GENERAL ELECTION RESULTS FOR THE CITY OF ST. GEORGE:
Melanie Abplanalp, Washington County Election Clerk, reviewed the official 2013
municipal general election results, as follows:

Total Votes Percentage of Votes

FOR MAYOR

Jon Pike 8409 61.09%

Daniel D. McArthur 5314 38.60%

FOR CITY COUNCIL

Tara Dunn 5608 22.33%

Michele Randall 7973 31.74%

Joe Bowcutt 5893 23.46%

Ed Baca 5579 22.21%
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MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Almquist to accept the election
results as submitted.

SECOND: The motion was seconded by Councilmember Nickle.

VOTE: Mayor Pro Tem Pike called for a vote as follows:

Councilmember Hughes - aye
Councilmember Nickle - aye
Councilmember Almquist - aye
Mayor Pro Tem Pike - aye

PRESENTATION FORM MR. KIRK HUFFAKER FROM THE UTAH HERITAGE FOUNDATION:
Mr. Kirk Huffaker, the Executive Director of the Utah Heritage Foundation ,distributed two
handouts and presented a power point presentation which covered the following topics:
Profits Through Preservation: The Economic Impact of Historic Preservation in Utah; Jobs
and Income: Private Investment in Historic Buildings Using Tax Credit 1990-2012,
$1,000,000 Spent on Historic Rehabilitation, Jobs - Federal Historic Tax Credit Projects,
Income - Federal Historic Tax Credit Projects, Jobs from Historic Rehabilitation Projects
1990-2012, Industry Comparison in Utah Jobs and Income/$1 Million in Production;
Downtown Revitalization: Change in Downtown Sales 1997-2010, Impact of Historic
Rehabilitation on Vacancy Levels, Catalytic Impact - Gunnison, 35 Years of Preservation
-based Downtown Revitalization - Brigham City; Sustainability: Material Flows, Tons of
Material Flows, The Environmental Cost of Demolition: Utah Historic House; Property
Values: Provo, Park City, Ogden, Logan, Salt Lake City, Average Value Change 2001-
2012 Salt Lake City Local Historic Districts, Average Value Change 2001-2012
Foreclosures Salt Lake City 2008-2012, Foreclosure Rates 2008-2012, All Price Ranges -
Local Historic Districts Average Value 2012, Single Family Foreclosure Rates 2008-2012;
Heritage Tourism: The “Heritage Tourism” Challenge?, Characteristics of Heritage
Tourism, Regional Tourism Patterns, Heritage Visitors (narrowly) Defined, 2012
Visitation, Heritage Tourism Expenditures, Where Heritage Tourism Dollars Go, Heritage
Tourism Expenditures Create Jobs, Heritage Tourism Jobs Mean Paychecks; Fiscal
Responsibility: Preservation Commission Rulings 2004-2012,

Councilmember Alimquist stated that the City does not typically have residential historic
areas. He asked how a community designates an area in which there are more historic
homes not inside a historic area.

Mr. Huffaker advised, in order to get the residential tax credit, an area or individual
property would need to be listed on the national register. Doing this provides no
protection, an owner can still demolish a home.

City Manager Gary Esplin stated this has been done that in the past.

Mr. Huffaker advised there are no tax credits for small commercial buildings. His
committee has been in contact with the State to discuss their concerns.

Bob Nicholson mentioned the old H&R Block building. The prospective purchaser wanted
to tear the building down; however a new buyer came in and decided to preserve the
building.
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PRESENTATION FROM MR. KENDALL CLEMENTS FROM ESCAPE PROPERTIES:
Mr. Kendal Clements with Escape Properties presented a powerpoint presentation which
covered the following topics: Short Term Rentals; Who is “Escape Properties”; “Escape
Properties” is also; What is the ‘crime’? What is the code trying to prevent?; Challenges
to the Current Approach; Second homes & nightly rentals are part of us - they’re not
going away; What if the city code and city’s approaches changed from punitive to
constructive; The proposal and next steps. He currently has houses throughout the

state. Park City has a similar code to what he is proposing.

City Manager Gary Esplin stated he would like clarification on code enforcement issues.
This ordinance came about because neighbors were upset rental houses were being used
as “party houses”. The City tried to control how frequently houses are rented to protect
the neighbors. Most of the proposals Mr. Clements spoke of are already in code.

City Attorney Shawn Guzman he stated is it unfair to use some of the language regarding
code enforcement, as this is going on all over the City and code enforcement officers
have not gone after these individuals. The officers were directed by the City Council to
address the issue because of the citizens that have complained.

Mayor Pro Tem Pike stated code enforcement officers are not hunting people down. He
would like to start with reviewing the ordinance and look at other successful models.

Mr. Clements stated he has had good experiences with code enforcement officers in the
past. He would like to be involved with the process going forward.

Councilmember Almquist advised he understands some people would rather stay in a
home than a hotel, even for a short stay. He would like the guidelines be similar to what
a regular homeowner would do.

PRESENTATION ON ELECTRIC THEATRE IMPROVEMENTS AND SCHEDULE:

Leisure Services Director Kent Perkins presented a power point presentation which
covered the following topics: Needs Assessment Follow-up; Adaptive Reuse; Art Coop
Spaces; Toronto and Philadelphia; Waterworks, Tulsa, OK; Wisconsin; Hendrick Center
fo the Arts - Beloit; Cultural/Arts/Creative Districts; Map of Downtown District; Art
Center/Children’s Museum; St. George Art Museum; St. George Social Hall; St. George
Opera House; Pioneer Courthouse; Tabernacle/Town Square; Wash. County Library &
Zion's Staircase Gallery; East Annex; Art Business; Private Galleries; D.U.P. Museum;
Ancestor Square; Andrus Home; Electric Theater Facility, Restoration/Renovation
Options; Using the facility; map of the first floor.

City Manager Gary Esplin spoke about the aerial map of the four buildings. He advised
improvements to buildings B and C would require a significant amount of funds. It would
be more feasible if buildings B and C are demolished and rebuilt to what it was
historically. The maps showed what the proposal would be if the two buildings were
demolished and rebuilt. He has had discussions with the property owner to the west,
who has concerns with the alley way which the City owns. In addition, he spoke with
Southern Utah Title who owns the building to the east with regards to getting access
through their parking lot. They are willing to work with the City to provide access.

Mr. Perkins continued with his power point presentation which covered the following
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topics: map of the lower level; upper level of building D; a simulated picture of what it
would look like after the remodel; cost of the project.

City Manager Gary Esplin read a letter from the Arts Commission which states they
support the changes of the Electric Theater.

Mayor Pro Tem Pike inquired about installing walls that may create separations for future
use.

City Manager Gary Esplin stated the concept is that each group would create their own
facade. The City would develop the common area. He advised, if estimates are correct
the cost would include the walls, floors, restrooms, elevator, basement, skylights, etc.
The building could operate with just the shell. Funds would come from the capital
development funds, pending property sales and economic development funds. This
year’s budget includes $250,000 to make the Electric Theater building structurally sound.

Councilmember Almquist commented there are a lot of arts groups with no where to go.
Years ago the vision was to have one center for all to use, which would be expensive.
He believes this building would be of use to these groups and sees it as a commitment
to the downtown area.

City Manager Gary Esplin stated when you think about the square footage, if a new
building had to be built including parking, it would cost more than the proposal. This
would complete the historic restoration in the area. Not only would this solve the arts
issues, it is also an investment in the economic development of the downtown area. He
would like to get started with the restoration.

Councilmember Nickle stated the Electric Theater was purchased with the intention of
using it. He would like to see the restoration started.

Councilmember Hughes stated that although he understands something needs to be
done, he is a bit concerned with the fact that this is not a top priority. People will have
to recognize that there are a number of things going on. He would like to see things
done right the first time and does not want to see it sitting there unused.

Mayor Pro Tem Pike stated that what Mr. Perkins described was accurate; the theater will
not work for everyone in the arts community. He inquired what funds are available.

City Manager Gary Esplin advised he will know very quickly what resources may be
available.

Consensus of the Councilmembers is that they would like to go in this direction.

CITY HALL EAST ANNEX:
City Manager Gary wanted asked Mr. Perkins to give an update on the City Hall East
Annex.

Leisure Services Director Kent Perkins introduced Jeff Peay, the new Parks Planning
Manager and Henry Sudweeks, a new Landscape Architect. He presented a power point
presentation that covered the following topics: Pictures of the Outside of the Building;
Phased Development Plan.



City Manager Gary Manager explained that the Recreation Administrative offices would
move to the City Hall East Annex as there are issues at the current Recreation Center
that need to be addressed. The renovation of the inside of the building is funded in the
current budget if the bids come in as expected.

Mr. Perkins continued with his power point presentation which covered the following
topics: City hall East Annex revised Concept 11-6-13; Elevation View; Entry Perspective.

Landscape Architect Millie Cockerill stated the proposed budget for the entry portion is
approximately $285,000.00.

City Manager Gary Esplin advised the budget includes $750,000.00 for the entire
building. The project will be going to bid soon.

Councilmember Almquist inquired how patrons will get from City Hall to the East Annex.

City Manager Gary Esplin stated he is a bit of this is a bit of a concern with the speed of
drivers coming down the hill.

Mayor Pro Tem Pike called for a five minute recess.

PRESENTATION ON THE ALL ABILITIES PARK PROJECT:
City Manager Gary Esplin stated he wants this project to be a quality experience, in a
park setting, that is second to none. He would love to see others from all over the
country come to visit. He explained that a planning group from California has donated
their time to assist in the pre-planning.

Mr. Perkins presented a power point presentation which covered the following topics: Ali-
Abilities Park; Concept.

Landscape Architect Henry Sudweeks continued with the power point presentation which
covered the following topics: what is an all-abilities park; What would our playground
look like?; water play; sand/dig play; sensory garden; retreat pods.

Mr. Perkins continued with the power point presentation covering the following topics:
phase I - All Abilities Playground; How do we pay for it?.

City Manager Gary Esplin advised one possible source of funds could be refunding of the
GO bonds issued for parks and recreation projects as long as interest rates stay low
enough to allow present value savings. The bond refund cannot be done until June when
the budget is adopted. Funds can only be used for bond related, park related projects.
Another source of funding could be from a piece of property, near the Dixie Center, that
is currently under option for purchase. In addition, there are possible fundraising
opportunities. There are federal funds available through the CDBG program but the
concern is what the requirements or strings would be.

Mr. Perkins continued with the power point presentation which covered the following
topics: Phase II - All abilities park build-out; phase III - train; Tonaquint Nature Center.

City Manager Gary Esplin stated adding this park would make that area incredible.

Councilmember Elect Michele Randall gave kudos to Mr. Perkins for putting together this
project.
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City Manager Gary Esplin stated that if the Council feels good about the project, he will
find the funding.

The consensus of the Council is to move forward.

Councilmember Almaquist stated there are a number of individuals that would like to
volunteer at a facility such as this.

Mr. Perkins stated there is a possibility to purchase land to the north and west for
expansion of the Cemetery and the Nature Center.

PRESENTATION FROM SUNTRAN REGARDING STAFFING ISSUES:

Public Works Director Larry Bulloch advised his SunTran Division has significant issues with
staffing. They currently have 15 full time bus drivers and 8 part time bus drivers that
cannot exceed 28 hours worked per week. He stated there was an incident recently, in
which an injury occurred on a bus, which caused the driver to be 15 minutes behind
schedule which in turn caused every line to be behind schedule. He presented a power
point presentation which covered the following topics: Current and Proposed Manning;
Change 3 Part to Full Time; Balance the Budget; Potential Max of Advertising Revenue; Bus
Ridership at Capacity.

The consensus of the Council is to go ahead with the staffing changes.

City Manager Gary Esplin stated it is hard to find part time drivers. He is still concerned
with the match as well as funding issues.

Mr. Bulloch stated the FTA regulations specify what qualifies for a match. Contract revenues
can qualify for matches, not passes or fees for riding the bus.

City Manager Gary Esplin advised fees may need to be looked at.

PRESENTATION ON MALL DRIVE BRIDGE AND SCHEDULE, ETC:
City Manager Gary Esplin advised bids have been received for the Mall Drive Bridge; the low
bid is $7.4 million. Although a request for a biological opinion from the U.S. Fish and
Wildlife was submitted on July 29", there is no federal statute that requires them to respond
in a timely manner. The City has not yet received an answer. Because of spawning time
of the woundfin minnow, the City cannot be in the Virgin River from April 15" to August
15™. The City has 90 days to award the bid to the contractor.

Transportation Services Manager Cameron Cutler presented a power point presentation that
covered the following topics: Mall Drive Bridge Construction Schedule. He advised the
contractor will need to order materials and perform some work prior to building the bridge.

City Manager Gary Esplin advised the City could go ahead and sign the contract and get
some of the items ordered. The key is that the mitigation on this project has already been
done. Staff is trying different options. He wondered if the City should try to get help from
Senator Hatch’s office. The bid came in at approximately $2 million under budget. Since
steel prices cannot be controlled, he is concerned that if it is not purchased soon, it could
cause the project to go over budget. The City will be in the market during January 2014
for bonds to pay for project costs. If the bonds are not issued, there will not be funding to
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pay for the project. The permit may be issued with conditions. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Division has acknowledged that the request is in their queue, which means that there may
be one or two items before the City's request.

Mr. Cutler stated one issue may be with the price of the steel pipe casing which will have
to be used no matter what. Rebar and rip rap are about six weeks out.

City Manager Gary Esplin stated the City will have to negotiate up front. If materials can
be re-used, the City may go ahead and purchase them. He explained staff will have to get
back to the contractor to work out the contract prior to the first meeting in December.

The consensus of the Council is to move forward as discussed.

CLOSED SESSION:

MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Almquist to adjourn to a closed
session to a property sale.

SECOND: The motion was seconded by Councilmember Nickle.

VOTE: Mayor Pro Tem Pike called for a vote as follows:

Councilmember Hughes - aye
Councilmember Nickle - aye
Councilmember Almquist - aye
Mayor Pro Tem Pike - aye

RECONVENE AND ADJOURN:

MOTION: A motion was made by Councilmember Nickle to reconvene and adjourn.
SECOND: The motion was seconded by Councilmember Hughes.
VOTE: Mayor Pro Tem Pike called for a vote as follows:

Councilmember Hughes - aye
Councilmember Nickle - aye
Councilmember Almquist - aye
Mayor Pro Tem Pike - aye

Christina Fernandez, City Recorder



NOTICE OF REGULAR MEETING OF THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF ST. GEORGE,
WASHINGTON COUNTY, UTAH

Public Notice
Public notice is hereby given that the City Council of the City of St. George, Washington
County, Utah, will hold a regular meeting on Thursday, November 14, 2013 in the
Administrative Conference Room, St. George City Hall, 175 East 200 North, St. George,
Utah, commencing at 4:00 p.m.

The agenda for the meeting is as follows:

1. Canvass the 2013 General Election results for the City of St. George.

2. Presentation from Mr. Kirk Huffaker from the Utah Heritage Foundation.
3. Presentation form Mr. Kendall Clements from Escape Properties.
4, Presentation on Electric Theatre improvements and schedule.

5. Presentation on the All Abilities Park project.

6. Presentation from SunTran regarding staffing issues.
7. Presentation on Mall Drive Bridge and schedule, etc.
8. Request a closed session.

meﬁﬂq Nowwmbsr 13, G013

Christina Fernandez, City Recorder Date

REASONABLE ACCOMMODATION: The City of St. George will make efforts to provide
reasonable accommodations to disabled members of the public in accessing City
programs. Please contact the City Human Resource Office, 627-4674, at least 24 hours
in advance if you have special needs.




CITY OF ST. GEORGE
CANVASS OF 2013 MUNICIPAL GENERAL ELECTION

STATE OF UTAH )
ss:
County of Washington)

We hereby certify that the true and correct results of the Canvass of the November 5,
2013 St. George Municipal Primary Election are as follows:

For Mayor Total Votes Percentage
Jon Pike 8409 61.09%
Daniel D. McArthur 5314 38.60%
For City Council Total Votes Percentage
Tara Dunn 5608 22.33%
Michele Randall 7973 31.74%
Joe Bowcutt 5893 23.46%
Ed Baca 5579 22.21%

IN WITNESS WHEREOF we have hereunto set our official signatures and affixed the
seal of the City of St. George, this 14" day of November, 2013.

Not Wesont

Gail Bunker
City Council Member

Jimmie Hughes
City Council Member

<. [Z

JoprPike
City Council Member

Lo g
Ben Nickle 7
City Council Member




ST GEORGE MUNICIPAL GENERAL

ELECTION NIGHT TOTALS

CANVASS TOTALS

PROVISIONAL
Counted 430
Total 465
Not 35
Counted Reason

Not Registered

Already Voted

Incomplete Form

No Proof of Residency

NO ID

Wrong Precinct
EARLY VOTING

POLLING LOCATION
ABSENTEE
PROVISIONAL

PAPER AT POLLS

CANVASS TOTAL

ST GEORGE CITY MAYOR
Jon Pike
Daniel D. McArthur
Write In

ST GEORGE CITY COUNCIL
Tara Dunn
Michele Randall
Joe Bowcutt
Ed Baca
Write In

November 5, 2013

TIMES COUNTED
13,203

1.17%

N =N WW

TIMES COUNTED
1386

9366

2703

430

6

TIMES COUNTED
13,891

8409
5314
43

5608
7973
5893
5579

66

44 PRECINCTS 36,621 Voters

TURNOUT
36.10%

258 Additional Absentee Ballots Counted

TURNOUT
3.78%
25.58%
7.38%
1.17%
0.02%
TURNOUT
37.93%
61.09%
38.60%
0.31%
22.33%
31.74%
23.46%
22.21%
0.26%



Election Summary Report 1'33‘?: N '?/ 13
2013 Municipal General '"‘;;g‘e’;f 0’? Z
Summary For St George City, All Counters, All Races

Official Election Results
Registered Voters 36621 - Cards Cast 13891 37.93%

Num. Report Precinct 44 - Num. Reporting 44  100.00%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 44
Precincts Reporting 44 100.0 %
Times Counted 13891/36621 379 %
Total Votes 13766
Jon Pike 8409 61.09%
Daniel D. McArthur 5314 38.60%
Write-in Votes 43 031%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 44
Precincts Reporting 44 100.0 %
Times Counted 13891/36621 379 %
Total Votes 25119
Tara Dunn 5608 22.33%
Michele Randall 7973 31.74%
Joe Bowcutt 5893 23.46%
Ed Baca 5579 22.21%
Write-in Votes 66 0.26%
School Bond/ Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 44
Precincts Reporting 44 100.0 %
Times Counted 13891/36621 379 %
Total Votes 13525
FOR 7527 55.65%
AGAINST 5998 44.35%




Election Summary Report 1‘3“‘?}(‘){;2{ 1 "
2013 Municipal General 'm,f;ge:'l o'fll
Summary For SG01, All Counters, All Races

Official Election Results

Registered Voters 645 - Cards Cast 193 29,92% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 193/645 299 %
Total Votes 190
Jon Pike 117 61.58%
Daniel D. McArthur 72 37.89%
Write-in Votes 1 0.53%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 193/645 29.9 %
Total Votes 360
Tara Dunn 104 28.89%
Michele Randall 103 28.61%
Joe Bowcutt 62 17.22%
Ed Baca 89 24.72%
Write-in Votes 2  0.56%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 193/645 299 %
Total Votes 188
FOR 95 50.53%
AGAINST 93 4947%




Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13

2013 Municipal General T""J&;;S;f‘t}‘,‘
Summary For SG02, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results
Registered Voters 556 - Cards Cast 144 25.90% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 144/556 259 %
Total Votes 143
Jon Pike 71 49.65%
Daniel D. McArthur 72 50.35%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting I 100.0 %
Times Counted 144/556 259 %
Total Votes 261
Tara Dunn 55 21.07%
Michele Randall 112 4291%
Joe Bowcutt 57 21.84%
Ed Baca 36 13.79%
Write-in Votes 1 0.38%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 144/556 259 %
Total Votes 136
FOR 59 43.38%
AGAINST 77 56.62%




Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG03, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:14
Page:1 of |

Registered Voters 651 - Cards Cast 308 47.31%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts |
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 308/651 47.3 %
Total Votes 306
Jon Pike 111 36.27%

Daniel D. McArthur

193 63.07%

Write-in Votes 2 0.65%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 308/651 473 %
Total Votes 560
Tara Dunn 95 16.96%
Michele Randall 188 33.57%
Joe Bowcutt 179 31.96%
Ed Baca 95 16.96%
Write-in Votes 3 0.54%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts |
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 308/651 473 %
Total Votes 295

FOR
AGAINST

173 58.64%
122 41.36%

Num. Report Precinct | - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General

Summary For SG04, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:15

Page:1 of |

Registered Voters 531 - Cards Cast 162  30.51%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 162/531 305 %
Total Votes 156
Jon Pike 97 62.18%
Daniel D. McArthur 59 37.82%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 162/531 30.5 %
Total Votes 292
Tara Dunn 56 19.18%
Michele Randall 89 3048%
Joe Bowcutt 104 35.62%
Ed Baca 42 14.38%
Write-in Votes | 0.34%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 162/531 30.5 %
Total Votes 156
FOR 99 63.46%
AGAINST 57 36.54%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1

100.00%



Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG05, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:15
Page:1 of 1

Registered Voters 619 - Cards Cast 252 40.71%

St George City Mayor

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 252/619 40.7 %
Total Votes 251
Jon Pike 113 45.02%

Daniel D. McArthur

137 54.58%

Write-in Votes 1 0.40%
St George City Council

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 252/619 40.7 %
Total Votes 458
Tara Dunn 90 19.65%
Michele Randall 143 31.22%
Joe Bowcutt 144 31.44%
Ed Baca 79 17.25%
Write-in Votes 2 044%|

School Bond/Proposition 9

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 252/619 40.7 %
Total Votes 244
FOR 165 67.62%
AGAINST 79 32.38%

Num. Report Precinct | - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13

2013 Municipal General ey e
Summary For SG06, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results
Registered Voters 849 - Cards Cast 235 27.68% Num. Report Precinct | - Num. Reporting | 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 235/849 277 %
Total Votes 233
Jon Pike 95 40.77%
Daniel D. McArthur 138 59.23%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 235/849 277 %
Total Votes 428
Tara Dunn 61 14.25%
Michele Randall 160 37.38%
Joe Bowcutt 122 28.50%
Ed Baca 83 19.39%
Write-in Votes 2 047%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 235/849 27.7 %
Total Votes 229
FOR 155 67.69%
AGAINST 74 32.31%




Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13

2013 Municipal General T‘"‘;a;;fj; f‘zf]f
Summary For SG07, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results
Registered Voters 624 - Cards Cast 241 38.62% Num, Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 241/624 38.6 %
Total Votes 238
Jon Pike 104  43.70%
Daniel D. McArthur 132 55.46%
Write-in Votes 2 0.84%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts ]
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 241/624 38.6 %
Total Votes 445
Tara Dunn 79 17.75%
Michele Randall 153 34.38%
Joe Bowcutt 116 26.07%
Ed Baca 93 20.90%
Write-in Votes 4 090%
Schoo! Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 241/624 38.6 %
Total Votes 230
FOR 150 65.22%
AGAINST 80 34.78%




Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13
2013 Municipal General Page:1 of |
Summary For SG08, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Time:10:54:16

Registered Voters 799 - Cards Cast 320 40.05%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts i
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 320/799 40.1 %
Total Votes 318
Jon Pike 170 53.46%
Daniel D. McArthur 146 4591%
Write-in Votes 2 0.63%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 320/799 40.1 %
Total Votes 585
Tara Dunn 90 15.38%
Michele Randall 175 29.91%
Joe Bowecutt 246 42.05%
Ed Baca 73 12.48%
Write-in Votes } 0.17%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 320/799 40.1 %
Total Votes 308
FOR 181 58.77%
AGAINST 127 41.23%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting I  100.00%



Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG09, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:16
Page:1 of 1

Registered Voters 813 - Cards Cast 281 34.56%

St George City Mayor

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 281/813 346 %
Total Votes 279
Jon Pike 168 60.22%

Daniel D. McArthur

111 39.78%

Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 281/813 346 %
Total Votes 492
Tara Dunn 136 27.64%
Michele Randall 147 29.88%
Joe Bowecutt 100 20.33%
Ed Baca 108 21.95%

Write-in Votes 1 0.20%
School Bond/Proposition 9

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 281/813 34.6 %
Total Votes 272
FOR 140 51.47%

AGAINST

132 48.53%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting |  100.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG10, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Time:10:54:16
Page:1 of |

Registered Voters 433 - Cards Cast 180 41.57%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 180/433 41.6 %
Total Votes 180
Jon Pike 88 48.89%
Daniel D. McArthur 92 51.11%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 180/433 416 %
Total Votes 330
Tara Dunn 47 14.24%
Michele Randall 115 34.835%
Joe Bowcutt 118 35.76%
Ed Baca 50 15.15%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 180/433 41.6 %
Total Votes 170
FOR 98 57.65%
AGAINST 72 42.35%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13
2013 Municipal General Page:1 of |
Summary For SG11, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Time:10:54:17

Registered Voters 619 - Cards Cast 224 36.19%

St George City Mayor

Total

Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 224/619 36.2 %

Total Votes 222
Jon Pike 124 55.86%
Daniel D. McArthur 98 44.14%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%

St George City Council

Total

Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 224/619 362 %

Total Votes 409
Tara Dunn 71 17.36%
Michele Randail 134 32.76%
Joe Bowcutt 117 28.61%
Ed Baca 87 21.27%
| Write-in Votes 0 0.00%

School Bond/Proposition 9

Total

Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 224/619 362 %

Total Votes 219
FOR 112 51.14%
AGAINST 107 48.86%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1  100.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13

2013 Municipal General T'"‘,f;éﬂ;ftﬂ
Summary For SG12, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results
Registered Voters 889 - Cards Cast 254 28.57% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting I 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 254/889 28.6 %
Total Votes 253
Jon Pike 142 56.13%
Daniel D. McArthur 110 43.48%
Write-in Votes 1 0.40%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 254/889 28.6 %
Total Votes 459
Tara Dunn 122 26.58%
Michele Randall 132 28.76%
Joe Bowcutt 113 24.62%
Ed Baca 92 20.04%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts I
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 254/889 28.6 %
Total Votes 249
FOR 146 58.63%
AGAINST 103 41.37%




Election Summary Report s
2013 Municipal General 'm;;ge;, o}f
Summary For SG13, All Counters, All Races

Official Election Results

Registered Voters 794 - Cards Cast 152  19.14% Num, Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 152/794 19.1 %
Total Votes 149
Jon Pike 99  66.44%
Daniel D. McArthur 49 32.89%
Write-in Votes 1 0.67%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 152/794 19.1 %
Total Votes 253
Tara Dunn 70 27.67%
Michele Randall 65 25.69%
Joe Bowcutt 55 21.74%
Ed Baca 62 24.51%
Write-in Votes 1 0.40%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 152/794 19.1 %
Total Votes 149
FOR 84 56.38%
AGAINST 65 43.62%




Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13

2013 Municipal General T‘"’:;;S;ftf"}
Summary For SG14, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results
Registered Voters 1176 - Cards Cast 415  35.29% Num. Report Precinct | - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 415/1176 353 %
Total Votes 412
Jon Pike 296 71.84%
Daniel D. McArthur 116 28.16%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 415/1176 353 %
Total Votes 735
Tara Dunn 226 30.75%
Michele Randall 197 26.80%
Joe Bowcutt 140 19.05%
Ed Baca 171 23.27%
| Write-in Votes 1 0.14%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 415/1176 353 %
Total Votes 400
FOR 188 47.00%
AGAINST 212 53.00%




Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13
2013 Municipal General Page: 1 of |
Summary For SG15, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Time:10:54:18

Registered Voters 963 - Cards Cast 301 31.26%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 301/963 313 %
Total Votes 298
Jon Pike 171 57.38%
Daniel D. McArthur 122 40.94%
Write-in Votes 5 1.68%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts I
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 301/963 313 %
Total Votes 534
Tara Dunn 129 24.16%
Michele Randall 166 31.09%
Joe Bowcutt 126 23.60%
Ed Baca 112 20.97%
Write-in Votes 1 0.19%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 301/963 313 %
Total Votes 297
FOR 162 54.55%
AGAINST 135 4545%

Num. Report Precinct | - Num. Reporting |  100.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13
2013 Municipal General Page:1 of |
Summary For SG16, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Time:10:54:18

Registered Voters 818 - Cards Cast 328 40.10%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 328/818 40.1 %
Total Votes 323
Jon Pike 193 59.75%
Daniel D. McArthur 128 39.63%
Write-in Votes 2 0.62%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 328/818 40.1 %
Total Votes 594
Tara Dunn 141 23.74%
Michele Randall 181 3047%
Joe Bowcutt 106 17.85%
Ed Baca 166 27.95%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 328/818 40.1 %
Total Votes 321
FOR 154 47.98%
AGAINST 167 52.02%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG17, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:19
Page:1 of 1

Registered Voters 920 - Cards Cast 367 39.89%

St George City Mayor

Number of Precincts
Precincts Reporting
Times Counted
Total Votes

Total
1
1 100.0 %
367/920 399 %
364

Jon Pike
Daniel D. McArthur

227 62.36%
137 37.64%

Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 367/920 39.9 %
Total Votes 666
Tara Dunn 170 25.53%
Michele Randall 195 29.28%
Joe Bowcutt 138 20.72%
Ed Baca 162 24.32%

Write-in Votes 1 0.15%
School Bond/Proposition 9

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 367/920 399 %
Total Votes 359
FOR 174 48.47%
AGAINST 185 51.53%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13
2013 Municipal General Page:] of |
Summary For SG18, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Time:10:54:19

Registered Voters 963 - Cards Cast 391 40.60%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 391/963 40.6 %
Total Votes 386
Jon Pike 191 49.48%
Daniel D. McArthur 193  50.00%
Write-in Votes 2 0.52%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts I
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 391/963 40.6 %
Total Votes 705
Tara Dunn 146 20.71%
Michele Randall 245 34.75%
Joe Bowcutt 159 22.55%
Ed Baca 154 21.84%
Write-in Votes 1 0.14%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts ]
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 391/963 40.6 %
Total Votes 387
FOR 230 5943%
AGAINST 157 40.57%

Num. Report Precinct | - Num. Reporting I 100.00%



Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG19, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:19
Page:1 of 1

Registered Voters 1043 - Cards Cast 304 29.15%

St George City Mayor

Daniel D. McArthur

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 304/1043 29.1 %
Total Votes 298
Jon Pike 187 62.75%

110 36.91%

Write-in Votes 1 034%
St George City Council

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 304/1043 29.1 %
Total Votes 546
Tara Dunn 116 21.25%
Michele Randall 168 30.77%
Joe Bowcutt 136 2491%
Ed Baca 123 22.53%

AGAINST

Write-in Votes 3 055%
School Bond/Proposition 9

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 304/1043 29.1 %
Total Votes 299
FOR 180 60.20%

119 39.80%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG20, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:19
Page:1 of 1

Registered Voters 1153 - Cards Cast 419  36.34%

St George City Mayor

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 419/1153 36.3 %
Total Votes 415
Jon Pike 259 62.41%
Daniel D. McArthur 156 37.59%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%

St George City Council

Total
Number of Precincts [
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 419/1153 363 %
Total Votes 771
Tara Dunn 167 21.66%
Michele Randall 258 33.46%
Joe Bowcutt 159 20.62%
Ed Baca 187 24.25%
Write-in Votes 0  0.00%

School Bond/Proposition 9

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 419/1153 363 %
Total Votes 407

FOR
AGAINST

205 50.37%
202 49.63%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:20

2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG21, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Page:1 of 1

Registered Voters 958 - Cards Cast 289 30.17%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1

St George City Mayor

Number of Precincts
Precincts Reporting
Times Counted
Total Votes

Total
|
1 1000 %
289/958 302 %
286

Jon Pike
Danie! D. McArthur

170 59.44%
116 40.56%

Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 289/958 302 %
Total Votes 532
Tara Dunn 143 26.88%
Michele Randali 151 28.38%
Joe Bowcutt 111 20.86%
Ed Baca 124 23.31%
Write-in Votes 3 0.56%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 289/958 302 %
Total Votes 285

FOR
AGAINST

163 57.19%
122 42.81%

100.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:20

2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG22, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Page:1 of 1

Registered Voters 878 - Cards Cast 439  50.00%

Num. Report Precinct | - Num. Reporting 1

St George City Mayor

Number of Precincts
Precincts Reporting
Times Counted
Total Votes

Total
1
1 100.0 %
439/878 50.0 %
437

Jon Pike
Daniel D. McArthur
Write-in Votes

319 73.00%
116 26.54%
2 046%

St George City Council

Number of Precincts
Precincts Reporting
Times Counted
Total Votes

Total
1
1 100.0 %
439/878 50.0 %
780

Tara Dunn
Michele Randall
Joe Bowcutt

Ed Baca
Write-in Votes

204 26.15%
214 27.44%
163 20.90%
198 25.38%

1 0.13%

School Bond/Proposition 9

Number of Precincts
Precincts Reporting
Times Counted
Total Votes

Total
1
1 100.0 %
439/878 50.0 %
421

FOR
AGAINST

234 55.58%
187 44.42%

100.00%



Election Summary Report el i3
2013 Municipal General he gt
Summary For SG23, All Counters, All Races

Official Election Results

Registered Voters 959 - Cards Cast 437 45.57% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting !  100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 437/959 456 %
Total Votes 431
Jon Pike 332 77.03%
Daniel D. McArthur 99 22.97%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 437/959 45.6 %
Total Votes 779
Tara Dunn 199 25.55%
Michele Randall 231 29.65%
Joe Bowcutt 176 22.59%
Ed Baca 172 22.08%
Write-in Votes 1 0.13%
Schoo! Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 437/959 45.6 %
Total Votes 420
FOR 194 46.19%

AGAINST 226 53.81%




Election Summary Report LAY B
2013 Municipal General Page:1 of |
Summary For SG24, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Time:10:54:21

Registered Voters 547 - Cards Cast 309 56.49%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 309/547 56.5 %
Total Votes 308
Jon Pike 242 18.57%
Daniel D. McArthur 65 21.10%
Write-in Votes 1 032%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting I 100.0 %
Times Counted 309/547 56.5 %
Total Votes 555
Tara Dunn 118 21.26%
Michele Randail 169 30.45%
Joe Bowcutt 115 20.72%
Ed Baca 151 2721%
Write-in Votes 2  0.36%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 309/547 56.5 %
Total Votes 298
FOR 150 50.34%
AGAINST 148 49.66%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting | 100.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13
2013 Municipal General Page:1 of |
Summary For SG25, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Time:10:54:21

Registered Voters 655 - Cards Cast 340 51.91%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts i
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 340/655 51.9 %
Total Votes 336
Jon Pike 289 86.01%
Daniel D. McArthur 47 13.99%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts i
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 340/655 519 %
Total Votes 620
Tara Dunn 134 21.61%
Michele Randall 210 33.87%
Joe Bowcutt 176  28.39%
Ed Baca 100 16.13%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts }
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 340/655 519 %
Total Votes 331
FOR 230 69.49%
AGAINST 101 30.51%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG26, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:21
Page:1 of |

Registered Voters 810 - Cards Cast 370 45.68%

-

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 370/810 457 %
Total Votes 368
Jon Pike 279 75.82%
Daniel D. McArthur 89 24.18%
Write-in Votes 0  0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 370/810 45.7 %
Total Votes 647
Tara Dunn 102 15.77%
Michele Randall 236 36.48%
Joe Bowcutt 183 28.28%
Ed Baca 126 1947%

Write-in Votes 0 0.00%)|
School Bond/Proposition 9

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 370/810 45.7 %
Total Votes 354
FOR 171 48.31%
AGAINST 183 51.69%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1  100.00%



Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG27, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:21
Page:1 of 1

Registered Voters 849 - Cards Cast 229 26.97%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 229/849 27.0 %
Total Votes 226
Jon Pike 133 58.85%
Daniel D. McArthur 92 40.71%
Write-in Votes 1 0.44%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 229/849 27.0 %
Total Votes 402
Tara Dunn 106 26.37%
Michele Randall 118 29.35%
Joe Bowcutt 96 23.88%
Ed Baca 82 20.40%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 229/849 27.0 %
Total Votes 225
FOR 167 74.22%
AGAINST 58 25.78%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting |  100.00%



Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG28, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:22
Page:1 of |

Registered Voters 1122 - Cards Cast 466 41.53%

St George City Mayor

Daniel D. McArthur
Write-in Votes

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 466/1122 415 %
Total Votes 464
Jon Pike 275 59.27%

188 40.52%
1 0.22%

St George City Council

Number of Precincts
Precincts Reporting
Times Counted
Total Votes

Total
1
1 100.0 %
466/1122 41.5 %
860

Tara Dunn
Michele Randall
Joe Bowcutt

Ed Baca

168 19.53%
301 35.00%
190 22.09%
197 2291%

AGAINST

Write-in Votes 4 047%
School Bond/Proposition 9

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 466/1122 415 %
Total Votes 455
FOR 279 61.32%

176 38.68%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13

Time:10:54:22

2013 Municipal General Page:1 of |
Summary For SG29, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results
Registered Voters 881 - Cards Cast 340 38.59% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 340/881 38.6 %
Total Votes 339
Jon Pike 177 5221%
Daniel D. McArthur 160 47.20%
Write-in Votes 2 0.59%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 340/881 38.6 %
Total Votes 627
Tara Dunn 126 20.10%
Michele Randall 225 35.89%
Joe Bowcutt 141 22.4%%
Ed Baca 135 21.53%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting I 100.0 %
Times Counted 340/881 38.6 %
Total Votes 333
FOR 197 59.16%
AGAINST 136 40.84%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13

2013 Municipal General T'm;,;::;,stﬁ
Summary For SG30, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results
Registered Voters 1203 - Cards Cast 524 43.56% Num. Report Precinct | - Num. Reporting |  100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 524/1203 43.6 %
Total Votes 517
Jon Pike 331 64.02%
Daniel D. McArthur 184 35.59%
Write-in Votes 2 0.3%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 524/1203 43.6 %
Total Votes 953
Tara Dunn 212 22.25%
Michele Randall 326 3421%
Joe Bowcutt 194 20.36%
Ed Baca 219 22.98%
Write-in Votes 2 021%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts |
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 524/1203 43.6 %
Total Votes 518
FOR 276 53.28%
AGAINST 242 46.72%




Election Summary Report e
2013 Municipal General "Pagei] of 1
Summary For SG31, All Counters, All Races

Official Election Results

Registered Voters 890 - Cards Cast 394 44.27% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting | 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts I
Precincts Reporting I 100.0 %
Times Counted 394/890 443 %
Total Votes 392
Jon Pike 186 47.45%
Daniel D. McArthur 206 52.55%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 394/890 443 %
Total Votes 726
Tara Dunn 123 16.94%
Michele Randall 247 34.02%
Joe Bowecutt 178 24.52%
Ed Baca 178 24.52%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 394/890 443 %
Total Votes 388
FOR 231 59.54%

AGAINST 157 40.46%




Election Summary Report ate 14103
2013 Municipal General "“,f;;e;, Oﬁ
Summary For SG32, All Counters, All Races

Official Election Results

Registered Voters 934 - Cards Cast 414 44.33% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 414/934 443 %
Total Votes 413
Jon Pike 184 44.55%
Daniel D. McArthur 227 54.96%
Write-in Votes 2 0.48%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts I
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 414/934 443 %
Total Votes 779
Tara Dunn 101 12.97%
Michele Randall 297 38.13%
Joe Bowcutt 212 2721%
Ed Baca 164 21.05%
Write-in Votes 5 0.64%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts ]
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 414/934 443 %
Total Votes 407
FOR 246 60.44%

AGAINST 161 39.56%




Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG33, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:23
Page:1 of 1

Registered Voters 599 - Cards Cast 307 51.25%

St George City Mayor

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 307/599 513 %
Total Votes 305
Jon Pike 133 43.61%

Daniel D. McArthur

172 56.39%

Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 307/599 513 %
Total Votes 567
Tara Dunn 77 13.58%
Michele Randall 196 34.57%
Joe Bowecutt 149 26.28%
Ed Baca 143 25.22%
Write-in Votes 2 035%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 307/599 513 %
Total Votes 297
FOR 183 61.62%

AGAINST

114 38.38%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting ! 100.00%



Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General
Summary For SG34, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:23
Page:1 of 1

Registered Voters 1005 - Cards Cast 335 33.33%

St George City Mayor

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 335/1005 333 %
Total Votes 335
Jon Pike 220 65.67%

Daniel D. McArthur

111 33.13%

Write-in Votes 4 1.19%
St George City Council

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 335/1005 333 %
Total Votes 589
Tara Dunn 127 21.56%
Michele Randall 125 21.22%
Joe Bowcutt 110 18.68%
Ed Baca 226 38.37%

Write-in Votes

1 0.17%

School Bond/Proposition 9

Number of Precincts
Precincts Reporting
Times Counted
Total Votes

Total
I
1 100.0 %
335/1005 333 %
318

FOR
AGAINST

169 53.14%
149 46.86%

Num. Report Precinct | - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report
2013 Municipal General

Summary For SG35, All Counters, All Races

Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:10:54:24
Page:l of |

Registered Voters 856 - Cards Cast 251 29.32%

St George City Mayor

Number of Precincts
Precincts Reporting
Times Counted
Total Votes

Total
1
1 100.0 %
251/856 293 %
250

Jon Pike
Daniel D. McArthur

148 59.20%
101 40.40%

Write-in Votes 1 0.40%
St George City Council

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 251/856 293 %
Total Votes 463
Tara Dunn 135 29.16%
Michele Randall 135 29.16%
Joe Bowcutt 93  20.09%
Ed Baca 100 21.60%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%!

School Bond/Proposition 9

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 251/856 29.3 %
Total Votes 249
FOR 144 57.83%
AGAINST 105 42.17%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%



Election Summary Report Las i)
2013 Municipal General ‘"‘.fa;g‘e’; ftf‘:
Summary For SG36, All Counters, All Races

Official Election Results

Registered Voters 808 - Cards Cast 292 36.14% Num. Report Precinct |1 - Num. Reporting | 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 292/808 36.1 %
Total Votes 285
Jon Pike 154 54.04%
Daniel D. McArthur 129 45.26%
Write-in Votes 2 0.70%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 292/808 36.1 %
Total Votes 535
Tara Dunn 141 26.36%
Michele Randall 167 31.21%
Joe Bowcutt 105 19.63%
Ed Baca 121 22.62%
Write-in Votes 1 0.19%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 292/808 36.1 %
Total Votes 288
FOR 163 56.60%

AGAINST 125 43.40%



Election Summary Report Date:11/13/13
2013 Municipal General Time:10:54.24
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Summary For SG37, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Registered Voters 909 - Cards Cast 295 32.45% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 295/909 325 %
Total Votes 294
Jon Pike 124 42.18%
Daniel D. McArthur 168 57.14%
Write-in Votes 2 0.68%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 295/909 32.5 %
Total Votes 536
Tara Dunn 147 27.43%
Michele Randall 171 31.90%
Joe Bowcutt 126 23.51%
Ed Baca 92 17.16%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 295/909 325 %
Total Votes 283
FOR 170 60.07%
AGAINST 113 39.93%
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Summary For SG38, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results
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Registered Voters 802 - Cards Cast 163  20.32%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 163/802 203 %
Total Votes 159
Jon Pike 109 68.55%
Daniel D. McArthur 49 30.82%
Write-in Votes 1 0.63%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 163/802 203 %
Total Votes 289
Tara Dunn 83 28.72%
Michele Randall 80 27.68%
Joe Bowecutt 51 17.65%
Ed Baca 71 24.57%
Write-in Votes 4 138%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 163/802 203 %
Total Votes 162
FOR 92  56.79%
AGAINST 70 43.21%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1

100.00%
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2013 Municipal General Page:] of |
Summary For SG39, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Time:10:54:25

Registered Voters 878 - Cards Cast 403 45.90%

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 403/878 459 %
Total Votes 400
Jon Pike 320 80.00%
Daniel D. McArthur 80 20.00%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 403/878 459 %
Total Votes 733
Tara Dunn 216 29.47%
Michele Randall 226 30.83%
Joe Bowcutt 106 14.46%
Ed Baca 185 25.24%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
School Bond Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 403/878 459 %
Total Votes 394
FOR 186 47.21%
AGAINST 208 52.79%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1 100.00%
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Registered Voters 1354 - Cards Cast 509 37.59%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting |

St George City Mayor

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 509/1354 37.6 %
Total Votes 502
Jon Pike 323 64.34%
Daniel D. McArthur 178 35.46%
Write-in Votes 1 0.20%

St George City Council

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 509/1354 37.6 %
Total Votes 922
Tara Dunn 187 20.28%
Michele Randall 289 31.34%
Joe Bowcutt 213 23.10%
Ed Baca 225 24.40%

Write-in Votes

8§ 087%

School Bond/Proposition 9

Number of Precincts
Precincts Reporting
Times Counted
Total Votes

Total
1
1 1000 %
509/1354 37.6 %
504

FOR
AGAINST

340 67.46%
164 32.54%

100.00%
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Official Election Results
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Registered Voters 1298 - Cards Cast 689 53.08%

Daniel D. McArthur
Write-in Votes

St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 689/1298 53.1 %
Total Votes 681
Jon Pike 547 80.32%

134 19.68%
0 0.00%

St George City Council

Number of Precincts
Precincts Reporting
Times Counted
Total Votes

Total

1
1 100.0 %
689/1298 53.1 %,
1208

Tara Dunn
Michele Randall
Joe Bowecutt

Ed Baca

359 29.72%
360 29.80%
193 15.98%
294 24.34%

AGAINST

Write-in Votes 2 0.17%
School Bond/Proposition 9

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 689/1298 53.1 %
Total Votes 663
FOR 219 33.03%

444 66.97%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting !  100.00%



Election Summary Report Suellyls
2013 Municipal General B
Summary For SG42, All Counters, All Races

Official Election Results

Registered Voters 616 - Cards Cast 217 35.23% Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting | 100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total

Number of Precincts 1

Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %

Times Counted 217/616 352 %

Total Votes 217

Jon Pike 127 58.53%

Daniel D. McArthur 89 41.01%

Write-in Votes 1 0.46%

St George City Council

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 217/616 352 %
Total Votes 387
Tara Dunn 80 20.67%
Michele Randall 135 34.88%
Joe Bowcutt 100 25.84%
Ed Baca 69 17.83%
Write-in Votes 3 0.78%

School Bond/Proposition 9

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 217/616 352 %
Total Votes 216
FOR 117 54.17%

AGAINST 99 45.83%
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Summary For SG43, All Counters, All Races

Official Election Results

Registered Voters 596 - Cards Cast 259 43.46% Num, Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting 1  100.00%
St George City Mayor
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 259/596 43.5 %
Total Votes 258
Jon Pike 170 65.89%
Daniel D. McArthur 88 34.11%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%
St George City Council
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 259/596 435 %
Total Votes 465
Tara Dunn 102 21.94%
Michele Randall 142 30.54%
Joe Bowcutt 124 26.67%
Ed Baca 95 20.43%
Write-in Votes 2 043%
School Bond/Proposition 9
Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 259/596 43.5 %
Total Votes 256
FOR 164 64.06%
AGAINST 92 35.94%
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Registered Voters 356 - Cards Cast 149 41.85%

St George City Mayor

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 149/356 419 %
Total Votes 149
Jon Pike 94 63.09%
Daniel D. McArthur 55 36.91%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%

St George City Council

Total
Number of Precincts ]
Precincts Reporting 1 100.0 %
Times Counted 149/356 41.9 %
Total Votes 282
Tara Dunn 47 16.67%
Michele Randall 96 34.04%
Joe Bowcutt 91 32.27%
Ed Baca 48 17.02%
Write-in Votes 0 0.00%

School Bond/Proposition 9

Total
Number of Precincts 1
Precincts Reporting 1 1000 %
Times Counted 149/356 41.9 %
Total Votes 145
FOR 92 63.45%
AGAINST 53 36.55%

Num. Report Precinct 1 - Num. Reporting |

100.00%



Statement of Votes Cast
2013 Municipal General

SOVC For St George City, All Counters, All Races

Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:11:00:08
Page:1 of 18

TURN OUT St George City Mayor
Cards % Reg. Times | Total Jon Pike Daniel D. Write-1n Votes
Voters  {Cast Tumout | Voters | Counted | Votes McArthur
Jurisdiction Wide
$GO1
Polling 645 137 21.24% 645 137 135 88 65.19% 47 34.81% 0 0.00%
Early 645 26 4.03%) 645 26 26 14 53.85% 12 46.15% 0 0.00%
Absentee 645 28 4.34% 645 28 28 14 50.00% 13 46.43% 1 3.57%
Paper At Polls 645 0 0.00% 645 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 4
Provigional 645 2 0.31% 645 2 )} 1.100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 645 193 29.92% 645 193 190 117 61.58% 72 37.89% 1 0.53%
SG02
Polling 556 90 16.19%) 556 90 89 42 47.19% 47 52.81% 0 0.00%
Early 556 21 3.78% 556 21 2] 12 57.14% 9 42.86% 0 0.00%
Absentee 556 28  5.04% 556 28 28 13 46.43% 15 53.57% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 556 1 0.18% 556 1 ! 0 000% 1 100.00% 0 0.00%
Provisional 356 4  0.72% 556 4 4 4 100.00% 0 000% 0 0.00%
Total 556 144 2590% 556 144 143 71 49.65% 72 50.35% 0 0.00%
SG03
Polling 65! 202 31.03% 651 202 200 75 37.50% 123 61.50% 2 1.00%
Early 651 33 5.07% 651 33 33 7 21.21% 26 78.79% 0 0.00%
Absentee 651 49  7.53% 651 49 49 11 22.45% 38 77.55% 0 0.00%i
Paper At Polls 651 0 0.00% 651 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 65! 24 3.69%! 651 24 24 18 75.00% 6_25.00% 0 0.00%
Total 65! 308 47.31% 651 308 306 111 36.27% 193 63.07% 2 0.65%
SG04
Polling 531 118  2222% 531 118 116 73 62.93% 43 37.07% 0 0.00%
Early 531 12 2.26% 531 12 12 6 50.00% 6 50.00% 0 0.00%
Absentee 531 26 4.90% 531 26 25 16 64.00% 9 36.00% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 531 0 0.00% 531 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 531 6 1.13% 531 6 3 2_66.67% 1 33.33% 0 0.00%
Total 531 162 30.51% 531 162 156 97 62.18% 59 37.82% 0  0.00%
SGO5
Polling 619 141 22.78% 619 141 141 59 41.84% 82 58.16% 0 0.00%
Early 619 29 4.68% 619 29 29 10 34.48% 18 62.07% 1 3.45%
Abscntee 619 57  9.21% 619 57 56 26 46.43% 30 53.57% 0  0.00%
Paper At Polls 619 0 0.00% 619 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 619 25 4.04%) 619 25 25 18 72.00% 7 28.00% 0__0.00%
Total 619 252 40.71%; 619 252 251 113 45.02% 137 54.58% 1 0.40%
8G06
Polling 849 164 19.32% 849 164 162 62 38.27% 100 61.73% 0  0.00%
Early 849 28 3.30% 849 28 28 14 50.00% 14 50.00% 0 0.00%
Absentee 849 35 4.12%) 849 35 35 16 45.71% 19 54.29% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 849 0 0.00% 849 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 849 8  0.94% 849 8 8 3 37.50% 5 _62.50% 0__0.00%,
Toial 849 235 27.68% 849 235 233 95 40.77% 138 59.23% 0 0.00%
SG07
Polling 624 162 25.96% 624 162 161 65 40.37% 96 59.63% 0 0.00%
Early 624 24 3.85% 624 24 23 12 52.17% 10 43.48% 1 4.35%
Absentee 624 42 6.73% 624 42 41 18 43.90% 23 56.10% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 624 2 0.32% 624 2 2 2 100.00% ¢ 000% 0 0.00%
Provisional 624 11 1.76%| 624 1 11 7_63.64% 3 21.27% 1 9.09%|
Total 624 241  38.62% 624 24 238 104 43.70% 132 55.46% 2 0.84%
SG08
Polling 799 225 28.16% 799 225 224 116 51.79% 106 47.32% 2 0.89%)
Early 799 28 3.50% 799 28 28 19 67.86% 9 32.14% 0 0.00%
Absentee 799 55 6.88% 799 55 54 28 51.85% 26 48.15% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 799 0 0.00% 799 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 799 12 150% 799 12 12 7 _5833% 5 41.67% 0 _0.00%
Total 799 320 40.05%) 799 320 318 170 53.46% 146 4591% 2 0.63%)
SG09
Polling 813 179 22.02% 813 179 179 113 63.13% 66 36.87% 0 0.00%




Statement of Votes Cast
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SOVC For St George City, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results
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Time:11:00:08
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TURN OUT St George City Mayor
Cards % Reg. Times Jon Pike Daniel D. Write-In Votes
Voters | Cast Turnout | Voters | Counted | Votes McAnhur
Early 813 27 3.32% 813 27 27 15 55.56% 12 44.44% 0 0.00%
Absentee 813 59  7.26% 813 59 57 27 4737% 30 52.63% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 813 0 0.00% 813 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 4
Provigional 813 16 1.97% 813 16 16 13 8125% 3 _18.75% 0 0.00%
Total 813 281 34.56% 813 281 279 168 60.22% 111 39.78% 0 0.00%
SG10
Polling 433 121 27.94%) 433 12} 121 52 42.98% 69 57.02% 0  0.00%)
Early 433 17 3.93% 433 17 17 9 52.94% 8 47.06% 0 0.00%|
Absentee 433 37 8.55% 433 37 37 26 7027% 11 29.73% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 433 1 0.23% 433 ! 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00%
Provisional 433 4  092% 433 4 4 1 25.00% 3_75.00% 0 0.00%
Total 433 180 41.57%,| 433 180 180 88 48.89% 92 51.11% 0 0.00%
5G1!
Polling 619 166 26.82%) 619 166 165 99 60.00% 66 40.00% 0 0.00%
Early 619 15 2.42% 619 15 15 8 53.33% 7 46.67% 0 0.00%
Absentee 619 32 S517% 619 32 32 12 37.50% 20 62.50% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 619 0 0.00% 619 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 619 1 1.78% 619 11 10 5 _50.00% 5 _50.00% 0__0.00%
Total 619 224 36.19%)| 619 224 222 124 55.86% 98 44.14% 0 0.00%)
SG12
Polling 889 160 18.00% 889 160 160 88 55.00% 72 45.00% 0 0.00%
Early 889 17 1.91% 889 17 17 15 88.24% 2 11.76% 0  0.00%
Absentee 889 69  7.76%) 889 69 68 35 5147% 32 47.06% 1 1L47%
Paper At Polls 889 0 0.00% 889 o 0 4 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 889 8 0.90% 889 8 8 4 50.00% 4 50.00% 0 0.00%
“Tota) 889 254 28.57% 889 254 253 142 56.13% 110 43.48% 1 0.40%
SG13
Polling 794 115 14.48% 794 115 113 74 65.49% 39 3451% 0 0.00%|
Early 794 12 1.51% 794 12 12 9 75.00% 2 16.67% 1 833%
Absentee 794 21 2.64% 794 21 20 12 60.00% 8 40.00% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 794 0 0.00% 794 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 794 4 0.50%: 794 4 4 4 100.00% 0 000% 0 0.00%
Total 794 152 15.14% 794 152 149 99 66.44% 49 32.89% 1 0.67%
SGl4
Polling 1176 263 22.36% 1176 263 261 181 69.35% 80 30.65% 0 0.00%)
Early 1176 42 357% 1176 42 42 40 95.24% 2 4.76% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1176 97  825% 1176 97 97 65 67.01% 32 329% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 1176 0 0.00% 1176 0 [} 0 - 0 - 0 L
Provisional 1176 13 1.11% 1176 13 12 10 83.33% 2_16.67% 0 0.00%
Total 1176 415  3529% 1176 415 412 296 71.84% 116 28.16% 0 0.00%
SG1s
Polling 963 220 22.85% 963 220 219 120 54.79% 94 42.92% 5 228%
Early 963 19 1.97% 963 19 19 16 84.21% 3 15.7% 0 000%
Absentee 963 55 S57% 963 55 53 29 54.72% 24 45.28% 0 0.00%]
Paper At Polls 963 0 0.00% 963 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 4
Provisional 963 7 0.73%i 963 7 7 6 85.71% i 1425% 0 0.00%|
Total 963 301 31.26% 963 301! 298 171 57.38% 122 40.94% 5 1.68%|
SG16
Polling 818 199 24.33% 818 199 196 112 57.14% 82 41.84% 2 1.02%
Early 818 22 2.69% 818 22 21 17 80.95% 4 19.05% 0 000%
Absentee 818 102 12.47% 818 102 101 62 61.39% 39 38.61% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 818 0  0.00% 818 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 b
Provisional 818 5 061% 818 5 5 2 _40.00% 3 60.00% 0 0.00%|
Total 818 328  40.10% 818 328 323 193 59.75% 128 39.63% 2 0.62%
SG17
Polling 920 236 25.65% 920 236 233 153 65.67% 80 34.33% 0 0.00%
Early 920 32 348% 920 32 32 23 71.88% 9 28.13% 0 0.00%
Absentee 920 95  10.33%| 920 95 95 49 51.58% 46 48.42% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 920 0 0.00% 920 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 E




Statement of Votes Cast
2013 Municipal General
SOVC For St George City, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results

Date:11/13/13
Time:11:00:09
Page:3 of 18

TURN OUT St George City Mayor
Cards % Reg. Times Jon Pike Daniel D. Write-In Votes
Voters | Cast Tumout |Voters |Counted | Votes McArthur
Provisional 920 4 043% 920 4 4 2 50.00% 2 50.00% 0 0.00%
Total 920 367 39.89% 920 367 364 227 62.36% 137 37.64% 0 0.00%
SG18
Polling 963 279 28.97% 963 279 277 132 47.65% 143 51.62% 2 0.72%
Early 963 15 1.56%) 963 15 15 11 73.33% 4 26.67% 0 0.00%
Absentee 963 63  6.54% 963 63 61 26 42.62% 35 57.38% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 963 0 0.00%| 963 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 963 34 3.53% 963 34 33 22 66.61% 11_33.33% 0__0.00%
Total 963 391 40.60%j 963 391 386 191 49.48% 193 50.00% 2 0.52%
5G19
Polling 1043 208 19.94%) 1043 208 206 127 61.65% 78 37.86% 1 0.49%
Early 1043 44 4.22% 1043 44 42 22 52.38% 20 47.62% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1043 46  4.41% 1043 46 45 34 75.56% 11 24.44% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 1043 0 0.00% 1043 (] 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 1043 6__0.58% 1043 6 5 4 80.00% 1_20.00% 0 0.00%
Total 1043 304 29.15% 1043 304 298 187 62.75% 110 3691% 1 0.34%
SG20
Polling 1153 266 23.07% 1153 266 266 166 62.41% 100 37.59% 0 0.00%
Early 1153 53 4.60% 1153 53 53 38 71.70% 15 28.30% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1153 95  8.24% 1153 95 91 51 56.04% 40 43.96% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 1153 0 0.00% 1153 (] 0 0 - 0 - 0 4
Provisional 1153 S __043% 1153 s 5 4 80.00% 1_20.00% 0 0.00%
Total 1153 419 36.34% 1153 419 415 259 6241% 156 37.5%% 0 0.00%
SG21
Polling 958 188 19.62% 958 188 187 104 55.61% 83 44.39% 0 0.00%
Early 958 41 4.28% 958 41 41 28 68.29% 13 31.711% 0 0.00%
Absenice 958 50 5.22% 958 S0 50 33 66.00% 17 34.00% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 958 0 0.00% 958 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 958 10 1.04% 958 10 8 5 62.50% 3 37.50% 0 0.00%
Total 958 289 30.17% 958 289 286 170 59.44% 116 40.56% 0 0.00%
$G22
Polling 878 279 31.78% 878 279 278 204 73.38% 73 26.26% I 036%
Early 878 45  5.13% 878 45 45 33 73.33% 12 26.67% 0 0.00%|
Absentee 878 87 9.91% 878 87 86 61 70.93% 25 29.07% 0 0.00%)
Paper At Polls 878 0 0.00% 878 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 878 28 3.19% 878 28 28 2] 75.00% 6 2143% 1 3.57%
Total 878 439 50.00% 878 439 437 319 73.00% 116 26.54% 2 0.46%
8§G23
Polling 959 320 33.37% 959 320 316 246 77.85% 70 22.15% 0 0.00%)
Early 959 45  4.69% 959 45 45 40 88.39% 5 11.11% 0 0.00%
Abscntee 959 71 7.40% 959 n 70 46 65.71% 24 3429% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 959 0 0.00% 959 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 g
Provisional 959 1 0.10% 959 1 1] 0 - 0 - 0 E
Total 959 437 45.57% 959 437 431 332 77.03% 99 22.97% 0 0.00%
SG24
Polling 547 217 39.67% 547 217 217 168 77.42% 49 22.58% 0 0.00%;
Early 547 18 3.29% 547 18 18 13 72.22% 4 2222% I 5.56%
Absentee 547 57 10.42% 547 57 57 48 84.21% 9 15.79% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 547 0 0.00% 547 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 g
Provisional 547 17 3.11% 547 17 16 13 81.25% 3 _18.75% 0 _0.00%
Total 547 309  56.49%; 547 309 308 242 78.57% 65 21.10% 1 0.32%
SG25
Polling 655 274  41.83% 655 274 270 232 85.93% 38 14.07% 0 0.00%
Early 655 25 3.82% 655 25 25 21 84.00% 4 16.00% 0 0.00%
Absentee 655 34 5.19% 655 34 34 30 88.24% 4 11.76% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 655 0 0.00% 655 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 655 7 1.07% 655 7 7 6 85.71% 1 14.29% 0 0.00%
Total 655 340 51.91% 655 340 336 289 86.01% 47 13.99% 0 0.00%
5G26
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Official Election Results
TURN OUT St George City Mayor
Reg. Cards % Reg. Times Jon Pike Daniel D. Write-In Votes
Voters | Cast Turnout {Voters |Counted | Votes McArthur
Polling 810 257 31.73%| 810 257 256 195 76.17% 61 23.83% 0 0.00%
Early 810 32 3.95% 810 32 32 25 78.13% 7 21.88% 0 0.00%
Absentee 810 79  9.75% 810 79 78 57 73.08% 21 26.92% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 810 0 0.00% 810 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 810 2 0.25% 810 2 2 2 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 810 370 45.68%) 810 370 368 279 75.82% 89 24.18% 0 0.00%)
SG27
Polling 849 172 20.26%) 849 172 171 105 61.40% 65 38.01% 1 0.58%
Early 849 I8 2.12% 849 18 17 10 58.82% 7 41.18% 0 0.00%
Absentee 849 29 3.42% 849 29 29 13 44.83% 16 55.17% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 849 0 0.00% 849 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 849 10 1.18% 849 10 9 5 5556% 4 44.44% 0 0.00%
Total 849 229 26.97% 849 229 226 133 58.85% 92 40.71% 1 0.44%
SG28
Polling 1122 354 31.55% 1122 354 354 204 57.63% 149 42.09% I 0.28%
Early 1122 39 3.48% 1122 39 38 22 57.8%% 16 42.11% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1122 65 5.79% 1122 63 65 45 69.23% 20 30.77% 0 0.00%|
Paper At Polls 1122 0  0.00% 1122 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 o
Provisional 1122 8 071% 1122 8 7 4 57.14% ) 4286% 0__0.00%]
‘Total 1122 466 41.53% 1122 466 464 275 59.27% 188 40.52% 1 0.22%)]
SG29
Polling 881 229  25.99% 881 229 228 117 51.32% 110 48.25% 1 0.44%)
Early 881 43 4.88% 881 43 43 27 62.71%% 15 34.88% 1 233%
Abscntee 881 60 6.81% 881 60 60 29 48.33% 31 51.67™% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 881 0 0.00% 881 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 881 8 091% 881 8 8 4 50.00% 4 50.00% 0 0.00%
Total 881 340 38.59% 881 340 339 177 5221% 160 47.20% 2 0.59%
SG30
Polling 1203 356 29.59% 1203 356 349 229 65.62% 119 34.10% I 0.29%)
Early 1203 85 7.07% 1203 85 85 51 60.00% 33 38.82% I 1.18%
Absentee 1203 71 5.90% 1203 n 11 42 59.15% 29 40.85% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 1203 0 0.00% 1203 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 1203 12 1.00%; 1203 12 12 9 75.00% 3 25.00% 0 0.00%
Total 1203 524  43.56%) 1203 524 517 331 64.02% 184 35.59% 2 0.39%
SG31
Polling 890 262 29.44% 890 262 260 122 46.92% 138 53.08% 0 0.00%
Early 890 47  5.28% 890 47 47 22 46.81% 25 53.19%% 0 0.00%
Absentee 890 76 8.54% 890 76 76 35 46.05% 41 53.95% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 890 I 011% 890 i 1 1 100.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%|
Provisional 890 8  0.90% 890 8 8 6__75.00% 2 25.00% 0 0.00%
Total 890 394 44.27%) 890 394 392 186 47.45% 206 52.55% 0 0.00%)
SG32
Polling 934 244 26.12% 934 244 244 107 43.85% 137 56.15% 0 0.00%
Early 934 53 5.67% 934 53 53 32 60.38% 20 37.714% 1 1.89%
Absentee 934 102 10.92% 934 102 102 35 3431% 66 64.71% 1 0.98%
Paper At Polls 934 1 0.11% 934 i 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 934 14 1.50%) 934 14 14 10 71.43% 4 28571% 0  0.00%
Total 934 414 44.33% 934 414 413 184 44.55% 227 54.96% 2 0.48%
SG33
Polling 599 167 27.88%) 599 167 167 75 4491% 92 55.09% 0 0.00%
Early 599 59 9.85% 599 59 58 35 60.34% 23 39.66% 0 0.00%
Absentee 599 72 12.02%| 599 72 " 21 29.58% 50 70.42% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 599 0 0.00% 599 ¢ 0 0 - 0 - 0 “
Provisional 599 9 1.50%| 599 9 9 2 22.22% 1 _71.78% 0 0.00%
Total 599 307 51.25%) 599 307 305 133 43.61% 172 56.39% 0 0.00%
SG34
Polling 1005 180 17.91% 1005 180 180 120 66.67% 57 31.671% 3 1.67%
Early 1005 52 S5.17%) 1005 52 52 35 6131% 17 32.69% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1005 88  8.76%) 1005 88 88 54 61.36% 33 37.50% 1 1.14%




Statement of Votes Cast
2013 Municipal General

Date:11/13/13
Time:11:00:09

Page:S of 18
SOVC For St George City, All Counters, All Races
Official Election Results
TURN OUT St George City Mayor
Reg Cards % Reg. Times | Total Jon Pike Dantel D. Write-In Voles
Voters | Cast Turnout |Voters |Counted | Votes McArthur
Paper At Polls 1005 0  0.00% 1005 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 1005 15 1.49% 1005 15 15 11 73.33% 4 26.67% 0 _0.00%
Total 1005 335 33.33% 1005 335 335 220 65.67% 111 33.13% 4  1.19%
SGi5
Polling 856 167 19.51% 856 167 167 90 53.89% 76 45.51% 1 0.60%
Early 856 22 2.57% 856 22 22 15 68.18% 7 31.82% 0  000%
Absentee 856 57  6.66% 856 57 57 41 71.93% 16 28.07% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 856 0 0.00% 856 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 856 5 _0.58% 856 5 4 2 50.00% 2 50.00% 0__000%
Total 856 251 29.32% 856 251 250 148 5920% 101 4040% 1 040%
SG36
Polling 808 139 17.20%) 808 139 134 79 58.96% 53 3955% 2 1.49%
Early 808 24 2.97% 808 24 24 17 70.83% 7 2917% 0 000%
Absentee 808 125 15.47% 808 125 123 55 44.72% 68 5528% 0 000%
Paper At Polls 808 0 000% 808 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 808 4  0.50% 808 4 4 3 75.00% 1_2500% 0__0.00%
Total 808 292 36.14% 808 292 285 154 54.04% 129 4526% 2 070%
SG37
Polling 909 200  22.00%) 909 200 200 87 43.50% 112 56.00% 1 0.50%|
Early 909 22 242% 909 22 22 16 72.73% 6 2727% 0 000%
Absentee 909 73 8.03% 909 73 72 21 29.17% 50 69.44% I 139%)
Paper At Polis 909 0 0.00% 909 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 909 0 0.00% 909 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 g
Total 909 295 32.45% 909 295 294 124 42,18% 168 57 14% 2 0.68%|
SG38
Polling 802 117 14.59%) 802 117 117 83 70.94% 33 2821% 1 0.85%
Early 802 16  2.00% 802 16 15 11 73.33% 4 2667% 0 000%
Absentee 802 27 3.37% 802 27 24 13 54.17% 11 4583% 0 000%
Paper At Polls 802 0 0.00% 802 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 4
Provisional 802 3 037% 802 3 3 2 66.67% 1 3333% 0 0.00%
Total 802 163 20.32% 802 163 159 109 68.55% 49 30.82% I 0.63%
SG39
Polling 878 294 33.49% 878 294 292 243 83.22% 49 16.78% 0 0.00%]
Early 878 30 3.42% 878 30 30 22 73.33% 8 26.67% 0 0.00%
Absentee 878 59  6.72% 878 59 58 37 63.79% 21 3621% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polis 878 0 0.00% 878 0 0 0 B 0 - 0 E
Provisional 878 20 2.28% 878 20 20 18 90.00% 2 10.00% 0 0.00%
Total 878 403  45.90% 878 403 400 320 80.00% 80 2000% 0 0.00%
SG40
Polling 1354 364 26.88% 1354 364 358 243 67.88% 114 31.84% 1 028%
Early 1354 38 281% 1354 38 38 19 50.00% 19 5000% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1354 89 6.57% 1354 89 89 51 57.30% 38 42.70% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 1354 0 0.00%) 1354 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 1354 18 1.33%) 1354 18 17 10 _58.82% 7 .41.18% 0 0.00%
Total 1354 509 37.59%) 1354 509 502 323 64.34% 178 35.46% 1 020%
SG41
Polling 1298 493  37.98% 1298 493 489 393 80.37% 96 1963% 0 0.00%
Early 1298 56 431% 1298 56 56 49 87.50% 7 1250% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1298 140 10.79%j 1298 140 136 108 7721% 31 22.7%% 0 0 00%;
Paper At Polls 1298 0 0.00% 1298 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 4
Provisional 1298 0 0.00% 1298 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 g
Total 1298 689 53.08% 1298 689 68! 547 80.32% 134 1968% 0 000%
$G42
Polling 616 151 24.51%j 616 151 151 82 54.30% 68 4503% 1 066%
Early 616 26 4.22% 616 26 26 18 69.23% 8 30.77% 0 000%
Absentee 616 33 536% 616 33 33 24 72.73% 9 27271% 0 000%
Paper At Polls 616 0 0.00% 616 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 616 7 1.14% 616 1 7 3 _42.86% 4 57.14% 0 0.00%
Total 616 217  35.23% 616 217 217 127 $58.53% 89 410i% 1 046%
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TURN OUT St George City Mayor
Reg. Cards (% Reg. Times | Total Jon Pike Daniel D. Write-In Votes
Voters | Cast Tumout |Voters |Counted | Votes McArthur
SG43
Polling 596 170 28.52% 596 170 170 110 64.71% 60 35.29% 0 0.00%
Early 596 25 4.19% 596 25 25 13 52.00% 12 48.00% 0 000%
Absentee 596 54  9.06%| 596 54 54 40 74,07% 14 2593% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 596 0 0.00% 596 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 g
Provisional 596 10 1.68%) 596 10 9 7 _71.78% 2 22.22% 0 0.00%
Total 596 259 43.46% 596 259 258 170 65.89% 88 34.11% 0 0.00%
SG44
Polling 356 121 33.99% 356 121 121 79 65.29% 42 34.71% 0 0.00%
Early 356 9  2.53% 356 9 9 5 55.56% 4 44.44% 0 0.00%
Absentee 356 14 3.93% 356 14 14 5 357% 9 64.29% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 356 0  0.00% 356 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 356 5 1.40% 356 5 5 5 100.00% 0__0.00% 0 __0.00%
Total 356 149  41.85% 356 149 149 94 63.09% 55 3691% 0 0.00%
Total
Polling 36621 9366 25.58% 36621 9366 9300 5714 61.44% 3557 3825% 29 0.31%
Early 36621 1386  3.78% 36621 1386 1378 896 65.02% 475 34.47% 7 0.51%)
Absentec 36621 2703 7.38% 36621 2703 2670 1511 56.59% 1154 43.22% 5 0.19%
Paper At Polls 36621 6 0.02% 36621 6 5 3 60.00% 2 40.00% 0 0.00%
Provisional 3662 4 1.17% 430 413 285 69.01% 126 .51 2 048%
Total 36621 13891 37.93% 36621 13891 13766 8409 61.09% 5314 38.60% 43 031%
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St George City Council
Reg. Times | Total Tara Dunn Michele Randall | Joe Bowcutt Ed Baca Write-In Votes
Voters |Counted { Votes
Jurisdiction Wide
SGO!1
Polling 645 137 258 76 29.46% 64 2481% 50 19.38% 67 2597% 1 0.39%
Early 645 26 52 14 26.92% 20 38.46% 5 9.62% 12 23.08% I 1.92%
Absentee 645 28 47 14 29.79% 17 36.17% 6 12.77% 10 21.28% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 645 0 0 o - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 645 2 3 0 0.00% 2 _6667% 1 3333% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%;
Total 645 193 360 104 28.89% 103 2861% 62 17.22% 89 2472% 2 0.36%
SG02
Polling 556 90 165 36 21.82% 72 43.64% 37 2242% 19 11.52% 1 061%
Early 556 21 40 6 15.00% 18 4500% 10 25.00% 6 15.00% 0 0.00%
Absentee 556 28 49 11 2245% 19 3878% 8 16.33% 11 2245% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 556 I 1 0 0.00% 1 100 00% 0 0.00% 0 000% 0 0.00%
Provisional 556 4 6 2 33.33% 2 _3333% 2 33.33% 0__000% 0__0.00%
Total 556 144 261 55 21.07% 112 4291% 57 21.84% 36 13 7%% 1 038%
SGO3
Polling 651 202 373 67 17.96% 123 32.98% 121 32.44% 60 160%% 2 0.54%
Early 651 33 63 6 9.52% 28 44 44% 21 3333% 8 1270% 0 0.00%
Absentee 651 49 87 11 12.64% 30 3448% 30 34.48% 15 1724% 1 1L15%
Paper At Polls 651 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 651 24 37 11 2973% 7 _1892% 7 _1892% 12 3243% 0__ 0.00%
Total 651 308 560 95 16.96% 188 33.57% 179 31.96% 95 16.96% 3 0.54%
SGo4
Polling 531 118 216 38 17.59% 67 3102% 79 36.57% 31 14.35% 1 0.46%
Early 531 12 23 2 8.70% 9 3%.13% 9 39.13% 3 1304% 0 0.00%
Absentee 531 26 46 14 30.43% 10 21.74% 14 3043% 8 1739%% 0 0.00%;
Paper At Polls 531 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 531 6 7 2 _28.57% 3 42.86% 2 28.57% 0 0.00% 0 __0.00%|
Total 531 162 292 56 19.18% 89 3048% 104 35.62% 42 14 38% 1 0.34%
SG0s
Polling 619 141 263 48 18.25% 87 33.08% 84 31.94% 43 1635% 1 0.38%
Early 619 29 54 8 14.81% 21 38.89% 19 35.19% 5 9.26% 1 1.85%
Absentee 619 57 99 18 18.18% 28 28.28% 32 32.32% 21 21.21% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 619 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 619 25 42 16 38.10% 7_1667% 9 21.43% 10 23 81% 0 0.00%
Total 619 252 458 90 19.65% 143 31.22% 144 31.44% 79 17.25% 2 0.44%
SGO6
Polling 849 164 298 41 13.76% 110 36.51% 84 28.19% 61 2047% 1 0.67%
Early 849 28 51 6 11.76% 21 41.18% 17 33.33% 7 1373% 0 0.00%
Absentee 849 35 67 13 19.40% 22 32.84% 18 26.87% 14 2090% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 849 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 849 8 12 | 833% 7 _5833% 3 25.00% 1 833% 0 0.00%
Total 849 235 428 61 14.25% 160 37.38% 122 28.50% 83 193% 2 047%
SGO07
Polling 624 162 299 54 18.06% 95 31.77% 89 29.77% 59 19.73% 2 067%
Early 624 24 44 6 13.64% 16 36.36% 14 31.82% 8 18.18% 0 0.00%
Absentee 624 42 80 15 18.75% 36 45.00% 11 13.75% 18 22 50% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 624 2 4 0 0.00% I 25.00% 1 25.00% 2 50.00% 0 0.00%
Provisional 624 11 18 4 2222% 5 27.78% | 5.56% 6 _3333% 2 11 11%|
Total 624 241 445 79 17.75% 153 34.38% 116 26.07% 93 20.90% 4  0.90%]
SGO8
Polling 799 225 413 65 15.74% 127 30.75% 174 42.13% 47 1138% 0 0.00%
Early 799 28 54 10 18.52% 15 27.78% 22 40.74% 7 12.96% 0  0.00%
Absentee 799 55 96 10 1042% 27 28.13% 45 46.88% 13 13.54% 1 1.04%
Paper At Polls 799 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 799 12 22 5 22.73% 6 27.27% 5 22.73% 6 27.27% 0 0.00%
Total 799 320 585 90 15.38% 175 2991% 246 42.05% 73 1248% 1 017%
SG09
Polling 813 179 310 85 27.42% 85 27.42% 66 21.29% 74 23.87% 0 0.00%
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St George City Council
Reg. Times |Total Tara Dunn Michele Randall | Joe Bowcutt Ed Baca Write-In Votes
Voters |Counted | Votes
Early 813 27 51 13 2549% 16 31371% 8 15.69% 13 25.49% 1 L96%
Absentee 813 59 103 31 30.10% 38 36.89% 18 17.48% 16 1553% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 813 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 813 16 28 7 _25.00% 8 28.51% 8 28.571% 5 17.86% 0 0.00%
Total 813 281 492 136 27.64% 147 29 88% 100 20.33% 108 21 95% 1 020%
SG10
Polling 433 121 228 37 16.23% 80 35.09% 78 34.21% 33 1447% 0 0.00%
Early 433 17 30 3 10.00% 14 46 67% 10 33.33% 3 10.00% 0 0.00%
Absentee 433 37 65 5 7.6%% 20 30.77% 26 40.00% 14 21.54% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 433 1 1 0 000% 1 100.00% 0 000% 0 000% 0 0.00%
Provisional 433 4 6 2 33.33% 0 000% 4 66.67% 0 _0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 433 180 330 47 14.24% 115 34 85% 118 35.76% 50 1515% 0 0.00%
SG11
Polling 619 166 303 55 18.15% 95 3135% 82 27.06% 71 23.43% 0 0.00%
Early 619 15 29 3 10.34% 11 37.93% 10 34.48% 5 17.24% 0 0.00%
Absentee 619 32 59 9 1525% 22 3729% 20 33.90% 8 1356% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 619 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 619 1 18 4 2222% 6 33.33% 5. 21.78% 3 16.67% 0 0.00%
Total 619 224 409 71 17.36% 134 32.76% 117 2861% 87 21.27% 0 0.00%
SGI2
Polling 889 160 288 79 2743% 81 28.13% 73 2535% 55 19.10% 0 0.00%
Eurly 889 17 30 8 26.67% 6 2000% 5 16.67% 11 3667% 0 0.00%
Absentec 889 69 129 32 24.81% 41 31 78% 33 2558% 23 1783% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 889 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 889 8 12 3 25.00% 4 33.33% 2 16.67% 3 25.00% 0 0.00%
Total 889 254 459 122 26.58% 132 28 76% 113 24.62% 92 2004% 0 0.00%
SG13
Polling 794 115 191 56 29.32% 43 22.51% 42 21.99% 50 2618% 0 0.00%
Early 794 12 22 6 27.27% 6 2727% 4 18.18% 6 2721% 0 0.00%
Absentee 794 21 36 7 19.44% 15 41.67% 7 19.44% 6 1667% 1 2.78%
Paper At Polls 794 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 g
Provisional 794 4 4 1 _25.00% 1 25.00% 2 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%|
Total 794 152 253 70 27.671% 65 25.69% 55 21.74% 62 24.51% 1 0.40%
SG14
Polling 1176 263 477 144 30.19% 140 29.35% 87 18.24% 105 22.01% 1 021%]
Early 1176 42 69 2] 30.43% 14 20.29% 12 17.39% 22 31.88% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1176 97 167 51 30.54% 36 21.56% 37 22.16% 43 25.75% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 1176 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 1176 13 22 10 4545% 7 _3182% 4 18.18% | 455% 0 0.00%
Total 1176 415 735 226 30.75% 197 26.80% 140 19.05% 171 23.27% 1 0.14%
SG1s
Polling 963 220 396 89 2247% 127 32.07% 98 24.75% 81 20.45% 1 0.25%
Early 963 19 35 7 20.00% 12 34.29% 8 22.86% 8 2286% 0 0.00%
Absentee 963 55 90 30 33.33% 24 26.67% 15 16.67% 21 23.33% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 963 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 963 7 13 3 23.08% 3 23.08% S5 38.46% 2 _1538% 0 __ 0.00%i
Total 963 301 534 129 24.16% 166 31.05% 126 23.60% 112 20.97% 1 0.19%
SG16
Polling 818 199 362 84 23.20% 107 29.56% 71 19.61% 100 27.62% 0 0.00%
Early 818 22 44 14 31.82% 16 36.36% 7 1591% 7 1591% 0 0.00%
Absentee 818 102 180 41 22.78% 56 31.11% 27 15.00% 56 31.11% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 818 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 4
Provisional 818 S 8 2 25.00% 2 25.00% 1 12.50% 3 _37.50% 0 _0.00%
Total 818 328 594 141 23.74% 181 30.47% 106 17.85% 166 27 95% 0 0.00%
SG17
Polling 920 236 432 111 25.69% 133 30.79% 87 20.14% 100 23.15% 1 0.23%
Early 920 32 60 15 25.00% 19 31.67% 15 25.00% 11 1833% 0 0.00%
Absentee 920 95 168 43 25.60% 41 24.40% 35 2083% 49 2917% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 920 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
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Provisional 920 4 6 | 16.67% 2 33.33% I _1667% 2 3333% 0 0.00%i
Total 920 367 666 170 25.53% 195 2928% 138 20 72% 162 24 32% I 0.15%
SGi8
Polling 963 279 510 113 22.16% 179 3510% 107 2098% 10 21.57% I 0.20%
Early 963 15 26 6 23.08% 4 15.38% 5 1923% 11 4231% 0 0.00%
Absentee 963 63 117 12 10.26% 48 41.03% 36 3077% 21 1795% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 963 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 L
Provisional 963 34 52 15 28.85% 14 26.92% 121 15% 12 23.08% 0 0.00%
Total 963 39 705 146 20.71% 245 34.75% 159 2255% 154 2184% I 0.14%
SGi9
Polling 1043 208 372 72 19.35% 109 2930% 100 26.88% 88 23 66% 3 08i%
Early 1043 44 82 19 23.17% 29 3537% 17 20.73% 17 20.73% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1043 46 83 21 25.30% 27 32.53% 19 22.89% 16 19.28% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 1043 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 1043 6 9 4 _44.44% 3 3333% 0 0.00% 2 2220% 0 _0.00%
Total 1043 304 546 116 21.25% 168 30.77% 136 24.91% 123 2253% 3 0.55%
5G20
Polling 1153 266 488 103 21.11% 167 34.22% 115 23.57% 103 2111% 0 0.00%
Early 1153 53 102 23 22.55% 36 3529% 17 16.67% 26 25.49% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1153 95 172 40 23.26% 52 3023% 24 13.95% 56 32.56% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 1153 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 1153 5 9 1 _11.11% 3 33.33% 3 33.33% 2 2222% 0 0.00%
Total 1153 419 771 167 21.66% 258 33.46% 159 20.62% 187 2425% 0 0.00%|
SG21i
Polling 958 188 348 91 26.15% 107 30.75% 76 21.84% 72 20.69% 2 057%
Early 958 41 76 16 21.05% 21 2763% 16 21.05% 23 3026% 0 0.00%
Absentee 958 50 93 32 3441% 19 2043% 14 15.05% 27 2903% I 1.08B%
Paper At Polls 958 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 958 10 15 4 26.67% 4 2667% 5_33.33% 2 1333% 0 0.00%
Total 958 289 532 143 26.88% 151 28.38% i1} 20.86% 124 2331% 3 0.56%
$G22
Polling 878 279 503 132 26.24% 135 26.84% 107 21.27% 129 2565% 0 0.00%
Early 878 45 89 25 28.09% 24 26.97% 23 25.84% 17 1910% 0 0.00%
Absentee 878 87 150 37 24.67% 43 28.67% 26 17.33% 44 2933% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 878 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 878 28 38 10 _26.32% 12 31.58% 7_18.42% 8 2105% I 2.63%
Total 878 439 780 204 26.15% 214 2744% 163 20.90% 198 2538% I 0.13%
S$G23
Polling 959 320 569 157 27.59% 158 27.77% 124 21.79% 129 22.67% I 0.18%
Early 959 45 80 17 21.25% 28 35.00% 18 22.50% 17 2125% 0 0.00%
Absentee 959 T 129 25 19.38% 44 34.11% 34 26.36% 26 2016% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polis 959 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 g
Provisional 959 I 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0__0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00%
Total 959 437 779 199 25.55% 231 29.65% 176 22.59% 172 22 08% I 0.13%
5G24
Polling 547 217 404 77 19.06% 125 30.94% 97 24.01% 105 25.99% 0 0.00%
Early 547 18 27 8 29.63% 6 22.22% 2 141% 10 37.04% I 3.70%
Absentee 547 57 96 28 29.17% 30 31.25% 10 10.42% 28 2917% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polis 547 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 g
Provisional 5417 17 28 5 17.86% 8 28.57% 6 21.43% 8 28.57% I 3.57%
Total 547 309 555 118 21.26% 169 30.45% 115 20.72% 151 2721% 2 0.36%
5G25
Poliing 655 274 496 110 22.18% 161 32.46% 146 29.44% 79 15.93% 0 0.00%
Early 655 25 49 i 22.45% 20 40.82% 9 i831% 9 1837% 0 0.00%
Absentee 655 34 61 11 18.03% 24 3934% 14 22.95% 12 19.67% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 655 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 655 i 14 2 _14.2%% 5. 3571% 7 50.00% 0 0.00% 0 _ 0.00%!
Total 655 340 620 134 21.61% 210 33.87% 176 28.39% 100 16.13% 0 0.00%|
SG26
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Polling 810 257 449 76 16.93% 166 36.97% 123 27.39% 84 1871% 0 0.00%
Early 810 32 58 10 17.24% 19 32.76% 20 34.48% 9 15.52% 0 0.00%
Absentee 810 79 137 15 1095% 50 36.50% 40 29.20% 32 2336% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 810 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 8i0 2 3 1 33.33% 1 3333% 0 000% 1 3333% 0__0.00%
Total 810 370 647 102 15771% 236 3648% 183 28 28% 126 1947% 0 0.00%
SG27
Polling 849 172 302 76 2517% 88 29.14% 7% 25.17% 62 20.53% 0 0.00%
Early 849 18 29 7 24.14% 8 275%% 8 27.59% 6 2069% 0 0.00%
Absentee 849 29 55 17 3091% 17 3091% 11 2000% 10 18 18% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 849 0 [ 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 849 10 16 6_37.50% 5 3125% P 6.25% 4 2500% 0 0.00%
Total 849 229 402 106 26.37% 118 2935% 96 23.88% 82 20.40% 0 0.00%
SG28
Polling 1122 354 654 122 18.65% 228 34.86% 147 22.48% 153 233%% 4 0.61%
Early 1122 39 70 14 20.00% 25 3571% 18 25.71% 13 1857% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1122 65 122 29 23.77% 42 3443% 23 18.85% 28 22.95% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 1122 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - [ E
Provisional 1122 8 14 3 21.43% 6 42 86% 2 1429% 3 2143% 0 _0.00%
Total 1122 466 860 168 19.53% 301 35.00% 190 22.09% 197 2291% 4  047%]
$G29
Polling 881 229 434 93 21.43% 147 3387% 103 23.73% 91 2097% 0  0.00%
Early 881 43 79 11 13.92% 34 43 04% 21 26.58% 13 16.46% 0  0.00%
Absentee 881 60 101 20 19.80% 40 39.60% 13 12.87% 28 21.72% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polis 881 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 881 8 13 2 _15.38% 4 30.77% 4 30.77% 3 2308% 0_ 0.00%
Total 881 340 627 126 20.10% 225 35.89% 141 22.49% 135 21.53% 0 0.00%
SG30
Polling 1203 356 655 147 22.44% 225 34.35% 135 20.61% 146 22 29% 2 031%
Early 1203 85 157 38 24.20% 51 32.48% 32 20.38% 36 22.93% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1203 kil 125 23 18.40% 46 36.80% 25 20.00% 31 24 80% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 1203 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 L
Provisional 1203 12 16 4 25.00% 4 25.00% 2 _12.50% 6 37.50% 0 0.00%
Total 1203 524 953 212 2225% 326 34.21% 194 20.36% 219 22.98% 2 021%
SG31
Polling 890 262 486 82 1687% 168 34.57% 118 24.28% 118 2428% 0 0.00%
Early 890 47 79 9 11.3%% 25 31.65% 24 30.38% 21 26 58% 0 0.00%
Absentee 890 76 145 25 17.24% 49 33.79% 35 24.14% 36 2483% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 890 1 1 0 0.00% 0 000% 0 0.00% I 100 00% 0 0.00%
Provisional 890 8 15 7 _46.61% 5 3333% 1 667% 2 _1333% 0  0.00%
Total 890 394 726 123 16.94% 247 34.02% 178 24.52% 178 24 52% 0 0.00%
5G32
Polling 934 244 461 56 12.15% 17V 37.09% 138 29.93% 91 1974% 5  1.08%
Early 934 53 96 13 13.54% 32 3333% 26 27.08% 25 2604% 0 0.00%
Absentce 934 102 196 29 14.80% 85 43.37% 43 21.94% 39 19.90% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 934 ! 1 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 0 0.00% 1 100.00% 0 0.00%
Provisional 934 14 25 3 12.00% 9 36.00% 5 _20.00% 8 3200% 0 0.00%
Total 934 414 779 101 1297% 297 38.13% 212 2721% 164 21 05% 5  0.64%|
SG33
Polling 599 167 309 47 1521% 106 34.30% 88 28.48% 67 21.68% I 032%
Early 599 59 113 19 16.81% 37 32.74% 23 20.35% 34 30.09% 0 0.00%
Absentee 599 72 128 10 7.81% 46 35.94% 35 27.34% 36 2813% 1 0.78%
Paper At Polls 599 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 599 9 17 1 588% 7_41.18% 3 17.65% 6 3529%% 0 0.00%;
Total 599 307 567 77 13.58% 196 34.571% 149 26.28% 143 25.22% 2 035%
SG34
Polling 1005 180 326 65 19.94% 72 22.09% 73 22.3%% 116 35.58% 0 0.00%
Early 1005 52 95 18 18.95% 17 17.89% 15 15.79% 44 46 32% 1 1.05%
Absentee 1005 88 141 36 25.53% 31 21.99% 18 12.77% 56 3972% 0  0.00%
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St George City Council
Reg Times |Total Tara Dunn Michele Randall | Joc Bowcutt Ed Baca Write-In Votes
Voters | Counted | Votes
Paper At Polls 1005 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 e
Provisional 1005 15 27 8 29.63% 5 18.52% 4_1481% 10 37.04% 0 _0.00%
Total 1005 335 589 127 21.56% 125 21.22% 110 18.68% 226 38.37% I 0.17%
SG35
Polling 856 167 307 87 28.34% 84 2736% 80 26.06% 56 18.24% 0 0.00%
Early 856 22 44 11 25.00% 14 31.82% 2 455% 17 3864% 0 0.00%
Absentee 856 57 104 34 32.69% 37 3558% 10 9.62% 23 22.12% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 856 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 856 5 8 3 37.50% 0__0.00% 1_12.50% 4 _50.00% Q0 0.00%
Total 856 251 463 135 29.16% 135 29.16% 93 20.09% 100 21.60% 0 0.00%
SG36
Poliing 808 139 249 74 29.72% 79 31.73% 41 16.47% 54 21.6%% 1 0.40%
Early 808 24 47 12 25.53% 11 23.40% 12 25.53% 12 25.53% 0 0.00%
Absentee 808 125 231 53 22.94% 76 3290% 51 22.08% 51 2208% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 808 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - [ - 0 -
Provisional 808 4 8 2 _25.00% 1 12.50% 1 12.50% 4 50 00% 0 0.00%
Total 808 292 535 141 26.36% 167 3121% 105 19.63% 121 2262% 1 0.19%)
SG37
Polling 909 200 366 98 26.78% 117 3197% 89 24.32% 62 16.94% 0 0.00%
Early 909 22 42 9 2143% 13 30.95% 11 26.19% 9 2143% 0 0.00%
Absentee 909 73 128 40 31.25% 41 3203% 26 20.31% 21 1641% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polis 909 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 4
Provisional 909 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 i
Total 909 295 536 147 27.43% 171 3190% 126 23.51% 92 1716% 0 0.00%
SG38
Polling 802 17 206 60 29.13% 49 23 7%% 43 20.87% 50 24.27% 4 1.94%
Early 802 16 30 7 23.33% 11 36.67% 5 16.67% 7 2333% 0 0.00%
Absentee 802 27 48 13 27.08% 19 3958% 3 625% 13 2708% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polis 802 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 b
Provisional 802 3 5 3 60.00% 1_20.00% 0 000% 1 20.00% 0 0.00%
Total 802 163 289 83 28.72% 80 27.68% 51 17.65% 71 2457% 4  1.38%
SG39
Polling 878 294 533 159 29.83% 164 30.77% 76 14.26% 134 2514% 0 0.00%
Early 878 30 57 16 28.07% I8 31.58% 12 21.05% 11 19.30% 0 0.00%
Absentee 878 59 109 32 29.36% 35 32.1% 12 11.01% 30 2752% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polls 878 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 878 20 34 9 2647% 9 2641% 6 _1765% 10_29.41% 0 __0.00%
Total 878 403 733 216 2947% 226 30.83% 106 14.46% 185 2524% 0 0.00%
5G40
Polling 1354 364 652 129 19.79% 203 31.13% 165 2531% 154 23.62% 1 0.15%
Early 1354 38 71 10 14.08% 22 30.99% 16 22.54% 22 30.99% 1 141%
Absentee 1354 89 165 40 24.24% 52 31.52% 25 15.15% 42 2545% 6 3.64%
Paper At Polls 1354 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 g
Provisional 1354 18 34 8 23.53% 12_3529% 7.20.59% 7_20.59% 0 0.00%
Total 1354 509 922 187 20.28% 289 31.34% 213 23.10% 225 24.40% 8 0.87%
SG41
Polling 1298 493 885 263 29.72% 274 30.96% 149 16.84% 199 22.49% 0 0.00%
Early 1298 56 103 30 29.13% 31 30.10% 11 10.68% 31 3010% 0 0.00%
Absentee 1298 140 220 66 30.00% 55 25.00% 33 15.00% 64 29.09% 2 0.91%
Paper At Polis 1298 0 1] 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 1298 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 4
Total 1298 689 1208 359 29.72% 360 29.80% 193 15.98% 294 24 34% 2 0.17%
5G42
Polling 616 151 270 59 21.85% 97 35.93% 70 25.93% 43 15.93% 1 0.37%|
Early 616 26 50 8 16.00% 17 34.00% 16 32.00% 9 1800% 0 0.00%
Absentee 616 33 56 10 17.86% 18 32.14% 10 17.86% I6 2857% 2 3.57%
Paper At Polis 616 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 616 7 11 3 27.27% 3 27.27% 4_36.36% 1 9.09% 0__0.00%
Total 616 217 387 80 20.67% 135 34.88% 100 25.84% 69 17 83% 3 078%
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St George City Council
Reg. Times | Total Tara Dunn Michele Randall | Joe Bowcutt Ed Baca Write-In Votes
Voters |Counted | Votes
SG43
Polling 596 170 315 65 20.63% 100 31.75% 90 2857% 59 18.73% 1 0.32%
Early 596 25 44 7 1591% 15 34.09% 11 25.00% 11 25.00% 0 0.00%
Absentee 596 54 86 25 29.07% 21 24.42% 17 19.77% 22 25.58% b L16%)
Paper At Polis 596 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 E
Provisional 596 10 20 5 35.00% 6 30.00% 6__30.00% 3 15.00% 0_ 0.00%
Total 596 259 465 102 21.94% 142 30.54% 124 26.67% 95 20.43% 2 043%
SG44
Polling 356 121 230 36 15.65% 77 33.48% 76 33.04% 41 17.83% 0 0.00%
Early 356 9 16 3 18.75% 5 31.25% 5 31.25% 3 18.75% 0 0.00%
Absentee 356 14 27 6 22.22% 11 40.74% 8 29.63% 2 741% 0 0.00%
Paper At Polis 356 0 0 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 - 0 -
Provisional 356 5 9 2 22.22% 3_3333% 2 22.02% 2 22.22% 0 __0.00%
Total 356 149 282 47 16.67% 96 34.04% 91 3227% 48 17.02% 0 0.00%
Total
Polling 36621 9366 17051 3814 2237% 5392 31.62% 4154 24.36% 3651 21.41% 40 023%
Early 36621 1386 2562 525 2049% 835 32.59% 591 23.07% 605 23.61% 6 023%
Absentee 36621 2703 4793 1084 22.62% 1540 32.13% 997 20.80% 1156 24.12% 16  0.33%
Paper At Polls 36621 6 8 0 0.00% 3 37.50% 1 12.50% 4 50.00% 0 0.00%
Provisional 662 430 7 185 26.24% % 163 23.12% .57%
Total 36621 13891 25119 5608 22.33% 7973 31.74% 5893 23.46% 5579 221% 66 0.26%
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Schoo! Bond/Proposition 9
Reg. Times | Total FOR AGAINST
Voters | Counted { Votes
Jurisdiction Wide
SGO!
Polling 645 137 135 70 51.85% 65 48.15%
Early 645 26 26 14 53.85% 12 46.15%
Absentee 645 28 25 10 40.00% 15 60.00%
Paper At Polls 645 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 645 2 2 1 50.00% 1_50.00%
Total 645 193 188 95 50.53% 93 49.47%
$GO02
Polling 556 90 88 41 46.59% 47 53.41%
Early 556 21 20 7 35.00% 13 65.00%
Absentee 556 28 24 8 3333% 16 66.67%,
Paper At Polls 556 ! 1 0 0.00% 1 100.00%;
Provisional 556 4 3 3 100.00% 0 0.00%
Total 556 144 136 59 43.38% 77 56.62%
SGO03
Palling 651 202 198 108 54.55% 90 45.45%)
Lzarly 651 33 33 25 75.76% 8 24.24%
Absentee 651 49 43 24 55.81% 19 44.19%]
Paper At Polls 651 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 651 24 21 16 76.19% S _2381%
Total 651 308 295 173 58.64% 122 41.36%
SG04
Polling 531 118 115 71 61.74% 44 38.26%
Early 531 12 12 4 33.33% 8 66.67%
Absentee 531 26 23 19 82.61% 4 17.39%
Paper At Polls 531 0 0 0 - 0 -
Provisional 531 6 6 5 8333% 1_16.67%
Total 531 162 156 99 63.46% 57 36.54%
SGOs
Polling 619 141 139 96 69.06% 43 30.94%
Early 619 29 29 19 65.52% 10 34.48%
Absentee 619 57 51 32 62.75% 19 37.25%
Paper At Polls 619 0 0 0 . 0 g
Provisiona) 619 25 25 18_72.00% 7 28.00%
Total 619 252 244 165 67.62% 79 32.38%
SGO06
Polling 849 164 161 110 68.32% 51 31.68%
Early 849 28 27 16 59.26% 11 40.74%
Absentee 849 35 34 24 70.5%% 10 29.41%
Paper At Polls 849 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 849 8 7 5 71.43% 2 28.57%
Total 849 235 229 155 67.69% 74 32.31%
SGO07
Polling 624 162 154 104 67.53% 50 32.47%
Early 624 24 24 17 70.83% 7 29.17%]
Absentee 624 42 40 2] 52.50% 19 47.50%)
Paper At Polls 624 2 2 2 100.00% 0 0.00%]
Provisional 624 11 10 6 60.00% 4 40.00%
Total 624 241 230 150 65.22% 80 34.78%
SGO08
Polling 799 225 223 124 55.61% 99 44.39%
Early 799 28 28 25 89.29% 3 10.71%)
Absentee 799 55 46 27 58.70% 19 41.30%
Paper At Polls 799 0 0 0 - 0 -
Provisional 799 12 11 5_45.45% 6 54.55%
Total 799 320 308 181 58.77% 127 41.23%
SG09 -
Polling 813 179 174 94 54.02% 80 4598%
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School Bond/Proposition 9
Reg Times | Total FOR AGAINST
Voters | Counted | Votes
Early 813 27 25 11 44.00% 14 56.00%
Absentee 813 59 58 25 4310% 33 56.90%
Paper At Polls 813 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 813 16 15 1066 67% 5 _33.33%
Total 813 281 272 140 51.47% 132 48.53%)
SG10
Polling 433 121 117 63 53.85% 54 46.15%
Early 433 17 17 13 76.47% 4 23.53%
Absentee 433 37 32 18 5625% 14 43.75%
Paper At Polls 433 1 0 0 - 0 L
Provisional 433 4 4 4 100.00% 0 0.00%
Total 433 180 170 98 57.65% 72 42.35%
SG11
Polling 619 166 162 87 53.70% 75 46.30%
Early 619 15 15 6 40.00% 9 60.00%
Absentee 619 32 32 14 43.75% 18 56.25%
Paper At Polls 619 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 619 11 10 5 50.00% 5 50.00%
Total 619 224 219 112 51.14% 107 48.86%
5G12
Polling 889 160 159 95 59.75% 64 40.25%
Early 889 17 17 13 76.47% 4 23.53%
Absentee 889 69 66 35 53.03% 31 46.97%
Paper At Polls 889 0 0 0 - 0 4
Provisional 889 8 7 3 4286% 4 57.14%
Total 889 254 249 146 58.63% 103 41.37%
SG13
Polling 794 115 112 67 59.82% 45 40.18%
Early 794 12 12 3 25.00% 9 75.00%
Absentee 794 2] 21 12 57.14% 9 42.86%
Paper At Polls 794 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 794 4 4 2 50.00% 2 50.00%
Total 794 152 149 84 56.38% 65 43.62%
5G14
Polling 1176 263 261 134 51.34% 127 48.66%
Early 1176 42 42 19 4524% 23 54.76%
Absentee 1176 97 87 28 32.18% 59 67.82%
Paper At Polls 1176 0 0 0 - 0 L
Provisional 1176 13 10 7._70.00% 3_30.00%
Total 1176 415 400 188 47.00% 212 53.00%
SG15
Polling 963 220 220 126 57.27% 94 42.73%
Early 963 19 19 8 42.11% 11 57.89%
Absentee 963 55 51 23 45.10% 28 54.90%
Paper At Polls 963 0 0 0 - 0 9
Provisional 963 7 7 5 71.43% 2 _2857%
Total 963 301 297 162 54.55% 135 45.45%
SG16
Polling 818 199 197 110 55.84% 87 44.16%
Early 818 22 22 14 63.64% 8 36.36%;
Absentee 818 102 97 28 28.87% 69 71.13%
Paper At Polls 818 0 0 0 - 0 -
Provisional 818 5 5 2 40.00% 3_60.00%
Total 818 328 321 154 47.98% 167 52.02%
SG17
Polling 920 236 233 122 52.36% 111 47.64%]
Early 920 32 31 13 41.94% 18 58.06%)
Absentee 920 95 92 36 39.13% 56 60.87%
Paper At Polls 920 0 0 0 - 0 -
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Provisional 920 4 3 3 100.00% 0 0.00%
Total 920 367 359 174 48.47% 185 51.53%
SG18
Polling 963 279 278 159 57.1%% 119 4281%
Early 963 15 15 10 66.67% 5 33.33%
Absentee 963 63 60 40 66.67% 20 33.33%
Paper At Polls 963 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 963 34 34 2] 61.76% 13 38.24%
Total 963 391 387 230 59.43% 157 40.57%
SG19
Polling 1043 208 207 136 65.70% 71 3430%
Early 1043 44 44 24 54.55% 20 45.45%
Absentee 1043 46 42 15 35.71% 27 64.29%
Paper At Polis 1043 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 1043 6 6 5 83.33% 1 _16.67%
Total 1043 304 299 180 60.20% 119 39.80%
$G20
Polling 1153 266 263 138 52.47% 125 47.53%
Early 1153 53 52 30 57.69% 22 42.31%
Absentee 1153 95 87 34 39.08% 53 60.92%
Paper At Polls 1153 0 0 0 - 0 e
Provisiona 1153 5 5 3 60.00% 2 _40.00%)
Total 1153 419 407 205 50.37% 202 49.63%
SG21
Polling 958 188 187 111 59.36% 76 40.64%
Early 958 41 40 23 57.50% 17 42.50%
Absentee 958 50 49 25 51.02% 24 48.98%
Paper At Polls 958 0 0 0 - 0 L
Provisional 958 10 9 4 44 44% 5 55.56%)
Total 958 289 285 163 57.19% 122 42.81%
8G22
Polling 878 279 276 161 58.33% 115 41.67%
Early 878 45 45 28 62.22% 17 37.78%,
Abscntee 878 87 79 31 39.24% 48 60.76%
Paper At Polls 878 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 878 28 21 14 66.61% 7 33.33%
Total 878 439 421 234 55.58% 187 44.42%
$G23
Polling 959 320 312 148 47.44% 164 52.56%
Early 959 45 43 21 48.84% 22 51.16%
Absentee 959 71 64 24 37.50% 40 62.50%)
Paper At Polls 959 0 0 0 - 0 -
Provisional 959 1 1 1 100.00% 0 0.00%
Total 959 437 420 194 46.19% 226 53.81%
SG24
Polling 547 217 212 116 54.72% 96 45.28%
Early 547 18 18 5 21.78% 13 72.22%
Absentee 547 57 54 21 38.89% 33 61.11%
Paper At Polls 547 0 0 0 - 0 -
Provisional 547 17 14 8 57.14% 6_42.86%
Total 547 309 298 150 50.34% 148 49.66%
SG25
Polling 655 274 269 185 68.77% 84 3123%
Early 655 25 25 21 84.00% 4 16.00%
Absentee 655 34 30 17 56.67% 13 43.33%
Paper At Polls 655 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 655 7 7 7 100.00% 0 0.00%
Total 655 340 331 230 69.49% 101 30.51%

SG26
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Polling 810 257 252 128 50.79% 124 49.21%
Early 810 32 29 22 75.86% 7 24.14%
Absentee 810 79 71 20 28.17% 51 71.83%
Paper At Polls 810 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 810 2 2 1 50.00% 1 50.00%;
Total 810 370 354 171 48.31% 183 51.69%
$G27
Polling 849 172 171 133 772.78% 38 22.22%
Early 849 18 I8 7 38.8%% 11 61.11%
Absentee 849 29 26 18 69.23% 8 30.77%
Paper At Palls 849 0 0 0 - 0 -
Provisional 849 10 i0 9 90.00% 1 10.00%
Total 849 229 225 167 74.22% 58 25.78%
SG28
Polling 1122 354 350 219 62.57% 131 37.43%
Early 1122 39 39 30 76.92% 9 23.08%
Absentee 1122 65 59 25 42.37% 34 57.63%
Paper At Polis 1122 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 1122 8 7 5 71.43% 2 28.57%
Total 1122 466 455 279 61.32% 176 38.68%
SG29
Polling 881 229 226 135 §9.73% 91 40.27%
Early 881 43 42 25 59.52% 17 4048%
Absentee 881 60 58 31 53.45% 27 46.55%
Paper At Polls 881 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 881 8 7 6 8571% 1_14.29%
Total 881 340 333 197 59.16% 136 40.84%)
SG30
Polling 1203 356 353 193 54.67% 160 45.33%
Early 1203 85 85 50 58.82% 35 41.18%
Absentee 1203 71 68 25 36.76% 43 63.24%
Paper At Polls 1203 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 1203 12 12 8 66.67% 4 33.33%
Total 1203 524 518 276 53.28% 242 46.72%
SG31
Polling 890 262 258 169 65.50% 89 34.50%
Early 890 47 47 28 59.57% 19 40.43%
Absentee 890 76 74 29 39.19% 45 60.81%
Paper At Polis 890 1 1 1 100.00% 0 0.00%
Provisional 890 8 8 4 50.00% 4 50.00%
Total 890 394 388 231 59.54% 157 40.46%
SG32
Polling 934 244 244 159 65.16% 85 34.84%
Early 934 53 53 34 64.15% 19 35.85%|
Absentee 934 102 95 4] 43.16% 54 56.84%
Paper At Polis 934 ! ! I 100.00% 0 0.00%
Provisional 934 14 14 11 _78.57% 3 21.43%
Total 934 414 407 246 60.44% 161 39.56%
SG33
Polling 599 167 162 103 63.58% 59 36.42%
Early 599 59 58 34 58.62% 24 41.38%
Absentee 599 72 68 42 61.76% 26 38.24%
Paper At Polls 599 0 0 0 - 0 L
Provisional 599 9 9 4 44.44% 5 55.56%
Total 599 307 297 183 61.62% 114 38.38%
SG34
Polling 1005 180 179 111 62.01% 68 37.99%
Early 1005 52 52 30 57.69% 22 4231%
Absentee 1005 88 73 22 30.14% 51 69.86%
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Reg. Times | Total FOR AGAINST
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Paper At Polls 1005 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 1005 15 14 6 42.86% 8 57.14%
Total 1005 335 318 169 53.14% 149  46.86%)
SG35
Polling 856 167 167 113 67.66% 54 32.34%
Early 856 22 22 15 68.18% 7 31.82%
Absentee 856 57 55 14 2545% 41 74.55%
Paper At Polls 856 0 0 0 - 0 -
Provisional 856 5 5 2 40.00% J__60.00%
Total 856 251 249 144 57.83% 105 42.17%
SG36
Polling 808 139 139 97 69.78% 42 30.22%
Early 808 24 24 12 50.00% 12 50.00%;
Absentee 808 125 121 54 44.63% 67 55.37%
Paper At Polls 808 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 808 4 4 0__0.00% 4 100.00%
Total 808 292 288 163 56.60% 125 43.40%
SG37
Polling 909 200 199 124 62.31% 75 37.69%
Early 909 22 22 11 50.00% 11 50.00%
Absentee 909 73 62 35 56.45% 27 43.55%
Paper At Polls 909 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 909 0 0 0 - 1] k
Total 909 295 283 170 60.07% 113 39.93%)
SG38
Polling 802 117 117 64 54.70% 53 45.30%
Early 802 16 16 13 81.25% 3 18.75%,
Absentee 802 27 26 14 53.85% 12 46.15%|
Paper At Polls 802 0 0 0 - 0 L
Provisional 802 3 3 I 33.33% 2_66.67%
Total 802 163 162 92 56.79% 70 43.21%
SG39
Polling 878 294 291 146 50.17% 145 49.83%
Early 878 30 29 10 34.48% 19 65.52%
Absentee 878 59 56 23 41.07% 33 58.93%
Paper At Polls 878 0 0 0 - 0 -
Provisional 878 20 18 7 _38.89% 11 61.11%
Total 878 403 394 186 47.21% 208 52.79%
SG40
Polling 1354 364 363 257 70.80% 106 29.20%
Early 1354 38 37 25 61.57% 12 32.43%
Absentee 1354 89 89 47 52.81% 42 47.19%)
Paper At Polls 1354 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 1354 18 15 11 73.33% 4 2667%
Total 1354 509 504 340 67.46% 164 32.54%;
SG41
Polling 1298 493 482 168 34.85% 314 65.15%
Early 1298 56 55 15 27.27% 40 72.73%
Absentee 1298 140 126 36 28.57% 90 71.43%
Paper At Polls 1298 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 1298 1] 0 0 - 0 E
Total 1298 689 663 219 33.03% 444  66.97%
SG42
Polling 616 151 151 90 59.60% 61 40.40%
Early 616 26 26 Il 42.31% 15 57.69%
Absentee 616 33 32 11 34.38% 21 65.63%
Paper At Polls 616 0 0 0 - 0 g
Provisional 616 7 7 5_71.43% 2 28.57%)
Total 616 217 216 117 54.17% 99 45.83%
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School Bond/Proposition 9
Reg. Times |Total FOR AGAINST
Voters |Counted | Votes
SG43
Polling 596 170 169 119 7041% 50 29.59%
Early 596 25 25 13 52.00% 12 48.00%
Absentee 596 54 52 27 51.92% 25 48.08%
Paper At Polls 596 0 0 0 - 0 E
Provisional 596 10 10 5 50.00% 5_50.00%;
Total 596 259 256 164 64.06% 92 35.94%
SG44
Polling 356 121 118 75 63.56% 43 36.44%
Early 356 9 9 6 66.67% 3 33.33%
Absentee 356 14 14 8 57.14% 6 42.86%
Paper At Polls 356 0 0 0 - 0 L
Provisional 356 5 4 3 _75.00% 1 25.00%]
Total 356 149 145 92 63.45% 53 36.55%
Total
Polling 36621 9366 9243 5379 58.20% 3864 41.80%
Early 36621 1386 1369 780 56.98% 589 43.02%
Absentee 36621 2703 2512 1113 44.31% 1399 55.69%)
Paper At Polls 36621 6 5 4 80.00% 1 20.00%
Provisignal 36621 4 3 63.38% 4 6.62%
Total 36621 13891 13525 7527 55.65% 5998 44.35%)
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INTRODUCTION

Salt Lake City & County Building

Utah is well known for having one of the strongest, most stable economies
in the country. There are multiple reasons for this: a well-educated work-
force, economic diversity, fiscally responsible state and local governments,
and substantial year-in, year-out production from the agriculture, natural
resources, high-tech, and tourism sectors.

Utahns are rightfully proud of their state’s economy.

They are also proud of the depth and breadth of the heritage resources found through-
out the state’s 29 counties. Temple Square in Salt Lake City, the vibrant business
district on 25th Street in Ogden, the Stagecoach Inn at Camp Floyd, and the Jens
Nielson House in Bluff may not seem to have much in common. Some are owned by
an institution, some by the private sector, and some by government. Some are grand
in scale; some are modest. But they have one thing in common - each is a physical
representation of the history of Utah.

But “economy” and “historic preservation” do not often appear in the same sentence.
The citizens of Utah have been good stewards of historic buildings for their cultural,
aesthetic, social, symbolic, religious, and educational values. And that is as it should
be. Those “values” of the built heritage may well be beyond measure.

However some of the values of historic preservation can be measured and those are
the economic ones. This report looks at the quantitative impact of historic preservation
in six areas: jobs and income, sustainability, downtown revitalization, heritage tourism,
property values, and fiscal responsibility. As the data on the following pages demon-
strates, Utahns can also be proud of the contributions of historic preservation makes to
the state’s economy.

— Introduction —
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JOBS AND INCOME

Ask anyone who is in the business of economic development what ultimately is the
most important measure, and the answer will be the same - jobs. It is no accident
that Utah gauges its economic success in part by having one of the lowest unemploy-
ment rates in the nation.

Every day Utah citizens, governments, and institutions are assuring a future for

their historic buildings by investing in, maintaining, and rehabilitating them today.
While not all of this economic activity can be reliably tracked, a sizable amount can
be measured. Specifically, a substantial amount of data exists on the investment in
historic buildings by property owners who use the Federal Investment Tax Credit and
the Utah Historic Preservation Tax Credit. Over the 23- year period between 1990 and
2012, nearly $300 million in private capital has been invested in historic buildings
using one of these two programs.

PRIVATE INVESTMENT IN HISTOR!C BUILDINGS USING TAX

CREDITS 1990 - 2012
Federal State Total
Projects 109 1,128 1,237*

Investment  $177,276,310  $119,273,302  $296,549,642
* A few projects used both credits

The Federal investment Tax Credit for the rehabilitation of historic homes is equal to
20 percent of the amount invested and applies to rehabilitation expenditures, but not
acquisition. It is available for commercial and income-producing properties, but not
one’s personal residence.

PRESERVATION PAYS FOR THE PRIVATE SECTOR: THE LAPORTE GROUP

When developer Ben Logue moved to Utah from New York in the 1990s,
he thought that he could build houses. But he soon found that houses
weren't a good fit: “I built one.” Historic buildings felt more rewarding. In
1999, Logue started The LaPorte Group to develop affordable housing by
rehabilitating historic apartment buildings in downtown Salt Lake City.
The LaPorte Group has since completed more than 20 historic rehabilita-
tion projects in Utah.

During that time, Logue has learned the art of creative financing by

assembling a variety of tax credits, including state and federal rehabilitation tax credits. This approach is uncommon
in the development industry. “Most developers don’t want the challenge [of packaging multiple sources of financing],”
Logue says. “It's just too difficult. | like the challenge.” The economic success of The LaPorte Group supports Logue’s
approach. LaPorte’s properties are all at 96 percent occupancy, and the company employs 60 people. Its projects
also support good urbanism by retaining downtown density. But the social impacts of historic rehabilitation are per-
haps most important to Logue. To him, historic buildings are “the backbone of the city”"—and a place that residents
cantruly call home.

— Jobs and Income —
Profits Through Preservation: The Economic Impact of Historic Preservation in Utah




The Utah Historic Preservation Tax Credit is also equal to
20 percent but can be used for an individual home and
for residential rental property. Appropriate rehabilitation
standards are required for both tax credit programs.

Because the Federal Investment Tax Credit is an offset
against income tax that is owed, every time $100 is
spent using the credit, $20 stays in Utah that otherwise
would have been sent to the general fund in Washington.

Avenues Historic District, Salt Lake City

While a large number, the $300 million represents only a fraction of the historic
preservation work that is taking place in Utah. Since the tax credits are only useful

to tax-paying entities, investment made by state and local governments, and institu-
tions such as the LDS Church and the University of Utah, are not reflected in these
expenditures. Nor are the millions spent annually by individual property owners who
either cannot or do not choose to use the tax credits.

Even so, the economic impact of tax credit investment is impressive.

JOBS FROM HISTORIC REHABILITATION PROJECTS

USING TAX CREDITS 1990 - 2012

Federal State Combined
Direct 2,114 737 2,851
indirect/Induced 1,539 580 2,118
Total 3,653 1,317 4,969

Historic preservation creates jobs. And those jobs also generate paychecks.

INCOME FROM HISTORIC REHABILITATION PROJECTS

USING TAX CREDITS 1990 - 2012

Federal State Combined
Direct $93,039,882 $32,303,365 $125,343,247
indirect/Induced $52,835,258 $19,200,767 $73,036,025
Total $146,875,140 $51,504,132 $198,379,272

Nearly 5,000 jobs and $200 million in income sounds like a lot, but a skeptic might
say, “Sure, but those are numbers over 23 years, on an annual basis it’s just not that
much.” And it is true that since 1990 these projects generated an average of just over
200 jobs and $8,500,000 in paychecks each year. But if that were a single business it
would be larger than 98.9 percent of all Utah firms.

Of course no economy could exist where the only economic activity was fixing up old
buildings. The strength of the Utah economy is the diversity of economic activities in

— Jobs and Income —
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the state. But it is useful to see the kind of impact historic rehabilitation has on the
state’s economy as compared with other sectors.

INDUSTRY COMPARISONS IN UTAH

JOBS AND INCOME PER $1,000,000 IN PRODUCTION

industry Jobs Income Income/Job
Gas & Oil Extraction 7.5 $358,859 $47,956
Computer Manufacturing 3.4 $181,593 $54,157
Gasoline Station 16.7 $612,350 $36,752
Data Processing, Web Hosting 8.9 $435,748 $49,108
Legal Services 13.6 $731,663 $53,831
Home Health Care Services 26.3 $985,310 $37,451
Restaurants & Bars 25.6 $621,447 $24,300
New Construction 16.8 $809,808 $48,203
Historic Building Rehabilitation 17.6 $847,555 $48,026
Average of 434 Industries 11.28 $456,804 $40,497

The table above demonstrates that historic rehabilitation is a relatively labor inten-
sive activity that provides good wages, particularly for those without advanced
formal education. Historic preservation creates more jobs per $1 million of output
than 84 percent of Utah industries and more income per $1 million of output
than 90 percent of Utah Industries.

Both the U.S. Congress and the Utah Legislature enacted historic tax credits as a
means of encouraging the private sector to invest in historic buildings. But legislation
that was intended to encourage good stewardship has turned out to be an effective
economic development tool.

- Jobs and Income —
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HERITAGE TOURISM

Utah is known internationally for its incredible natural
environment, its ski slopes, and as the worldwide center
of the LDS Church. Each year some 22 million people come
to Utah -- including between 750,000 and 1 million inter-
national visitors. But Utah also possesses an abundance
of heritage resources that are treasured by local residents
and visitors alike.

Itis a challenge, however, to quantify the impact of Salt Lake Tabernacle
“heritage tourism” as a portion of all tourism expenditures.

While this is an issue in every state, it is particularly difficulty in Utah. The 4 million
visitors to Temple Square each year may go there for religious reasons, for genealogi-
cal research, or simply to sightsee while they were in Salt Lake City for a convention.
But Temple Square is also a National Historic Landmark. The 50,000 movie-goers who
annually attend the Sundance Film Festival are visiting one of the great historic towns
in the West — Park City. Nearly 5.5 million visitors travel to Bryce Canyon and Zion
national parks for their incredible scenery and unique geology, but they get there by
traveling through the Mormon Pioneer Heritage Area, one of 49 National Heritage
Areas in the country. And Utah’s tremendous wealth of evidence of previous cultures
— rock art, structures, settlement patterns — help build the cultural landscape into a
layered, world-class attraction of scenery, geology, and history.

For the purposes of this study only visitation to the 62 sites listed below was mea-
sured. These sites attracted 7.3 million visits and generated approximately $ 384.6
million in direct visitor spending and an additional $333 million in indirect and
induced expenditures.

2012 HERITAGE VISITATION

Parks 953,181

Historic Sites 5,753,372

Museums 346,268

Festivals & Events 209,917
Lodging $186,624,780
Transportation Related $242,677,848
Entertainment $54,161,927
Restaurants $115,477,252
Groceries $53,104,318
Retail & Other $65,764,820
TOTAL $717,810,944

- Heritage Tourism —
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Even though heritage visitors are estimated at only 15 percent of Utah tourism, the

impact is considerable.

IMPACT OF HERITAGE TOURISM IN UTAH

Industry
Lodging
Transportation Related
Entertainment
Restaurants
Groceries
Retail & Other
TOTAL

# of Jobs Salary & Wages
1,702 $80,299,286
1,780 $117,856,904

655 $18,162,999
1,566 $38,045,107
691 $22,662,249
919 $25,459,698
7,313 $302,406,243

HERITAGE SITES AND ACTIVITIES INCLUDED IN THIS ANALYSIS

National Parks
Golden Spike National Historic Site

State Parks

Edge of the Cedars State Park Museum, San Juan Co.

Anasazi State Park Museum, Garfield Co.

Frontier Homestead State Park Museum, Cedar City

Camp Floyd-Stagecoach inn State Park and Museum,
Utah Co.

Territorial Statehouse State Park Museum, Fillmore

Wasatch Mountain State Park, John Huber House and
Creamery, Wasatch Co.

Fremont Indian State Park and Museum, Sevier Co.

Antelope Island State Park, Fielding Garr Ranch, Davis Co.

Utah Field House of Natural History State Park Museum,
Vernal

Bluff Fort Historic Site

John Jarvie Ranch, Daggett Co.

Cove Fort Historic Site, Millard Co.

Mormon Pioneer National Heritage Area
Wolverton Mill, Wayne Co.

Logan Utah Temple

Logan Tabernacle, Family History Center

Historic Downtown Logan

Swett Ranch, Daggett Co.

Maynard Dixon Living History Museumn, Mt. Carmel
Parowan Historic Cemetery

Dr. Meeks Pioneer Farmstead and Urban Fishery, fron Co.

Historic Temple Square, the Beehive House, Church History

Museum, Family History Museum, and other historic
buildings established by the L DS Church

Brigham Young Winter Home, St. George LDS Tabernacle,
and Jacob Hamblin Home
Historic Benson Grist Mill, Tooele Co.

Museums

Cedar City Daughters of the Utah Pioneers Museum
Great Basin Museum, Delta

Hyrum City Museum

Museum of Anthropology, Cache Co.

Museum of Moab

Goulding’s Museum and Trading Post, San Juan Co.
Union Station, Odgen

Paradise Daughters of Utah Pioneers Museum

Park City Museum

Parowan Historic Cemetery

Rock Church Museum, Parowan

Richmond Daughters of Utah Pioneers Museum
Roy Historical Museum

Zion Human History Museum

American West Heritage Center and Festivals, Cache Co.

Heritage Events

Old Ephraim’s Mountain Man Rendezvous

Boulder Heritage Festival

Brigham City Heritage Arts Festival

Clarkston Pony Express Days

Golden Spike National Historic Site Railroaders’ Festival
Echoing Traditional Ways Pow Wow, Cache Co.
Logan Pioneer Day Celebration

Mormon Miracle Pageant at the Manti Utah Temple
Pioneer Day, Salt Lake City

Living Traditions Festival, Salt Lake City

Spring City Heritage Days
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Heritage sites and events across Utah offer visitors

the opportunity to learn about diverse parts of the WHAT WE DID NOT COUNT
state’s history. From historical to contemporary Native Although the following fall within
American cultures, early explorers to Mormon pioneers the definition of “heritage visitors,”
to newer immigrants, traditional occupations like ranch- their economic impact is not

ing to the modern ski industry, the Pony Express to the included in the analysis:
Transcontinental Railroad, Utah’s heritage has something

for most travelers. + Sundance Film Festival attendees

« Festivals and events
This is reflected in higher visitation levels to state and
national parks, historic sites, and museums compared

to national averages. In Utah and surrounding western
states, 16 percent of travelers visit state and national
parks, compared to only 8 percent in the larger U.S. historic
sites and museums are visited by 12 percent of travelers

to the region, compared to 8 percent nationwide. When it
comes to convention travel, 8 percent of visitors also go to historic sites, churches,
and museums.

+ 54 million visitors to Bryce
and Zion

« Crossroads of the West Historic
District, Ogden

Among the larger pool of tourists, heritage visitors have certain things in common.
They are typicaltly:

- High-spending. These visitor parties tend to spend more than average trav-
elers on accommodations, food, outdoor recreation, art, and handicrafts.
A 2008 study in Colorado found that heritage tourists spent $114 more per
trip than other tourists, $62 of which was on recreational activities.

+ Older. Between the ages of 45 and 65, people have
more time, are typically at the height of their careers,
and have more discretionary income to engage in
heritage activities.

« Well-traveled. Heritage tourists not only travel to
more places, but they travel more often.

« Longer-staying than other visitors. On average, heri-
tage tourists stay 5.8 nights, whereas other tourists
stay 5.2 nights.

caoh nalﬁﬂﬂﬂm;eu:!!i
Spring City Historic District

Too often a heritage site is dismissed because it “doesn’t
pay its own way” — that is the entrance fees collected do not cover all the operating

“Many tourists are more interested in recreation and sightseeing, but the tourist that is interested in heritage tourism
typically spends more money in the local community. They tend to stay longer to explore every aspect of the culture and
history. They invest in art from the area and spend more generously because they want to keep the history alive. These
individuals also tend to feel more invested in a community when connecting through heritage tourism.”

Travis Schenck, Director, Museum of Moab
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costs. But that greatly misses the point. Less than 7 percent of a visitor’s expenditures
are at the historic site, even though that site was the magnet that attracted her to

the area. The remaining 93 percent of her expenditures are in the restaurants, hotels,

gas stations, and shops surrounding the historic site. So historic sites more than “pay
their own way”... they just aren’t the beneficiaries of the money they generate.

Whether or not they are counted as “heritage visitors” the historic character, sites,
and events in Utah are central to nearly every visitor’s experience. Visitors may come
to Utah for a convention, to ski, to hike in the majestic canyons or to see a cutting-
edge film, but they leave with an appreciation for Utah’s heritage.

RURAL ATTRACTIONS; MAJOR IMPACTS

The city of Boulder might not appear to be a prime example of the impact of heritage. After all, the year-round
population in this Garfield County community is only 225. But located in Boulder is the Anasazi State Park Museum.
Each year from April through October this museum welcomes more than 4,000 visitors per month. Even in the winter
off-season some 500 visitors each month explore the remnants of over 100 structures of this once thriving village of
Ancestral Puebloan culture. This legacy of a thousand years ago is paying dividends yet today.

The museum is the magnet that attracts the visitors, but the museum is not the primary beneficiary of their expendi-
tures. In fact less than 10 percent of those 35,000 visitors’ daily expenditures go for admission to the museum. Each
day during the season, visitors to the Anasazi State Park Museum will
spend $1,750 on motel rooms, $1,650 in restaurants and grocery stores,
$1,450 in gas stations, nearly all in Boulder and other rural Utah communi-
ties. Additionally, the park’s employees constitute a stable employment
base for this small rural community.

While Utah certainly benefits from its heritage attractions that draw
millions of visitors each year, it is also blessed with historic resources of
a smaller scale, benefiting those who choose to work, live, and visit the
state’s beautiful rural areas.

— Heritage Tourism —
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PROPERTY VALUES

The 19th century American humorist wrote, “It ain’t
ignorance causes so much trouble - it’s folks knowing so
much that ain’t so.” Too often that is the case with historic
districts. Here are some of the adamantly held beliefs that
“just ain’t so”:

“Historic districts hurt property values.”

“Those preservation commissions just exist so they can tell

»

their neighbors ‘no’.

Avenues Historic District, Salt Lake City

“Historic districts might be ok, but they’re all just rich
peoples’ neighborhoods.”

Each of these issues was examined in depth, using over one million data points on
assessed values of residential properties in five Utah cities: Logan, Ogden, Park City,
Provo, and Salt Lake City.

To understand historic districts’ impact on property values multiple years of assess-
ment data were evaluated. Average values were calculated for single-family houses
within historic districts and those were compared with average values of single-family
homes not in historic districts. The average value in each category was assigned an
index number of 100. Then annual changes in value were measured against the base
year of available data. The results were clear.

Using 2007 as base, properties in Logan’s historic district appreciated at a faster rate
than the rest of the city. Like properties all over Utah, the second half of the decade
saw a decline in values, a pattern that has continued for most houses in Logan.
Beginning in 2011, however, property values in the historic district began to recover.
By 2013 the average values had nearly reached their pre-crash peak.

LOGAN PROPERTY VALUES
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Ogden was the one city that did not follow the pattern of the other four. For the first
six years of available data (2002-2007) the value change of properties within historic
districts paralleled the rest of the city. However, when the real estate crisis hit, the
decline in the assessed value of homes in historic districts was steeper than other
houses. Local experts named several possible reasons for this: 1) the very large size
of the historic district; 2) a much lower rate of home ownership than in other parts of
the city; and 3) under-valuation of historic houses for taxation purposes.

OGDEN PROPERTY VALUES
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Park City includes some of the state’s most expensive real estate. During the boom
years between 2004 and 2007, property values rose rapidly, with the rate of apprecia-
tion of houses in historic districts slightly greater than other housing stock. Both his-
toric and non-historic houses have declined significantly from the peak, but houses in
historic districts measurably less so.
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In a pattern strikingly similar to Park City, houses in Provo’s historic districts slightly
outpaced the rest of the city in appreciation between 2004 and 2007. In the decline
of values from their peak, houses in historic districts have fared better. The average
value today of a house in a historic district is about 4 percent greater than it was a
decade ago, while the other houses are still below their 2004 values.

PROVO PROPERTY VALUES
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Salt Lake City has several National Register historic districts and locally designated
historic districts. The change in value from 2001 to 2012 was calculated for each of
these districts and compared to the average change in value for all single-family
houses in Salt Lake City that were not located in either a local or National Register
historic district. In that decade the average value of a single family house in Salt
Lake City increased 36.6%. Four of the six local historic districts and nine of the ten
National Register districts had rates of appreciation higher than that of the city as a
whole. There was no evidence whatsoever that being in either a local or a National
Register historic district had a negative impact on the value.

SALT LAKE CITY PROPERTY VALUES
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VALUE CHANGE 2001-2012
SALT LAKE LOCAL HISTORIC DISTRICTS
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“excluding properties in locol district

For a decade or more bankers, real estate brokers and home owners were focused
on — sometimes obsessed with — the annual appreciation rates of houses. The data
above demonstrates that houses in historic districts were a good bet for higher than
average rates appreciation. But then came the nationwide real estate crash and
subsequent foreclosure crisis in 2007, from which the country is still recovering. How
have houses in Utah historic districts weathered that storm?

Over the last five years, in every one of the five cities studied, the rate of foreclosure
of single family homes within historic districts was less than the rate in the rest of the
community - often substantially so. The fundamental value of historic houses and
the greater stability of historic district properties meant that fewer homeowners lost
their houses and fewer banks were saddled with foreclosed properties than else-
where in the same city.
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SINGLE FAMILY FORECLOSURE RATES
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A skeptic might say, “OK, but that’s just because those historic districts are where
wealthy people live and the houses all have high property values; of course there
were fewer foreclosures.” This would be one more instance of “knowing so much that
just ain’t so.” While some historic districts certainly have very expensive homes, In
fact the values of houses in historic districts provide a wide range of price options.

fn 2012, the average value for a single-family house in Salt Lake City that was notin a
historic district was $239,257. Of Salt Lake City’s six local historic districts, the average
home value was higher than the citywide average in three, and lower in three.

ALL PRICE RANGES - LOCAL HISTORIC DISTRICTS
AVERAGE VALUE 2012
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For properties located within National Register historic districts, but notin a local
district the same pattern holds true. Of the ten National Register districts in Salt
Lake City, four have average values greater than the citywide average, and six have

- Property Values —
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averages below that of the city. This is solid evidence that historic districts are provid-
ing quality housing for Utah households at nearly every income level.

ALL PRICE RANGES - NATIONAL HISTORIC DISTRICTS
AVERAGE VALUE 2012
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Then what of the claim that local preservation commissions make it exceedingly diffi-
cult to make changes to one’s home? Again, the reality and the claim are far apart. For
this study, the records of the Salt Lake City Historic Preservation Commission from
2004 through 2012 were examined. Of the applications that were presented, over

90 percent were approved at the staff level with no need for the applicant to appear
before the commission at all. Of the ten percent forwarded to the commission, nearly
77 percent were approved and another 12 percent deferred, most of which were
ultimately approved when requested modifications in the plans were made. Only 10
percent of all cases heard by the commission — roughly 1 percent of all applications
— were denied. This is hardly a pattern that supports a “they’re just in business to say
no” claim.

12.5%
10.6%

10% el

B Approved
B Approved by staff Deferred
Sent to commission B Denied

What do we know about historic districts now? 1) In good times properties in most
historic districts outperform the rest of the market. 2) In tough times the decline in
value is usually less. 3) The quality and relative value stability of homes in historic
districts reduces the likelihood of foreclosure. 4) There are homes in historic dis-
tricts that are affordable for household in a wide range of income brackets. 5) The
overwhelming percentage of proposed changes to houses in historic districts are
quickly approved.

Josh Billings would likely be pleased.

— Property Values —
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SUSTAINABILITY

A building’s sustainability is often measured by how much
energy it uses, but the definition should not stop there.
Embodied energy and avoided impacts, material flow,
land conservation, and public health are other important
measures of how buildings impact the environment.
While many older buildings are energy efficient, historic
buildings’ high performance under other indicators
makes them outstanding contributors to sustainability.
Indeed, stewardship of the built environment can ensure
the long-term availability of the natural environment for
cultural, recreational, and economic uses.

Avenues home before rehabilitation, Salt Loke City

Historic buildings are naturally energy-efficient. In par-
ticular, older commercial buildings were constructed
with heavier masonry materials for thermal mass, natural
ventilation strategies for cooling, and strategically placed
openings for daylighting. These passive approaches
provided basic thermal and lighting comfort.

Avenues home after rehabilitation, Salt Lake City

However, 20th-century technologies transformed the AVERAGE ENERGY

design of commercial buildings. Fluorescent lamps and CONSUMPTION (KBTU/SF)

double-paned windows were introduced in the 1930s, COMMERCIAL BUILDINGS

and air conditioning became widely used after World War Before 1920 -~ -~ 802

{Il. Aluminum curtain walls became a common element 1920 - 1945 -~ - 90'3

beginning in the 1950s. These products resulted in thermal 1946 - 1950 - -~ - -- - 80.3

deficiencies, which were “solved” by increasingly larger 1960 = 1969 -~ -~ -- - 90'9

and more complex heating, ventilating, and air condition- 19701979 - —---- 95:0

ing systems powered by cheap electricity. 1980 - 1989 - - - - 100.1
1990-1999 ------- 88.8

Though energy-sensitive designs have gained in popularity 2000 -2003 ------- 797

in recent decades, older commercial buildings still have

inherent advantages that allow them to perform compa-
rably. Buildings constructed before 1920 consume the same amount of energy per
square foot as buildings constructed after 2000.

Some older houses may be less energy-efficient compared to contemporary homes,
but increasing efficiency through retrofits is not difficult. Weatherization improves the
energy performance of the building envelope, and mechanical, electrical, and plumb-
ing systems can be upgraded. Adding a storm window to an original wood window
has a comparable performance and much shorter payback time than what are known
as “low-emissivity” double-pane windows—just 4 years compared to 34 years. And
many options for upgrading systems exist, from replacing individual components
with more efficient components to enhancing air circulation and daylighting to add-
ing low-flow plumbing fixtures or solar panels.

— Sustainability —
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All historic buildings have the advantage of embodied
energy—the energy used to construct the building, includ-
ing sourcing and transporting materials—and avoided
impacts. The concept of avoided impacts recognizes that
the energy used to construct a new building must be
“recovered” before the new building saves net energy.
Even a new energy-efficient house can take 12 to 15 years
to recover that energy. Demolishing an older house to
replace it with a similar but more energy-efficient house
will nearly double the recovery period. For a new office
building, the recovery period for construction is 40 years,
while it is closer to 65 years if demolition of an existing
building is involved. In fact, for most buildings being built
today, the full recovery period exceeds the expected
useful life of the buildings.

Rehabilitation of historic buildings also reduces the
“material flow,” or the path of materials from extraction to
utilization to landfill. When rehabilitation is compared to
the construction of a similar house at the edge of the city

Embodied energy is the energy
consumed by all of the processes
associated with the production of
a building, from the mining and
processing of natural resources
to manufacturing, transport, and
product delivery.

Demolishing one modest sized his-
toric home in Utah is the equivalent
of throwing away 12,338 gallons of
gasoline. The impact on the land fill
of that one demolition is equal to
the waste it would take one person
139yearsto generate.

or the demolition of an older house and construction of a similar house, it generates
the lowest material flows by far. New construction at the edge of the city generated
a material stream 4 times greater than rehabilitation, while the material stream of

demolition and reconstruction was 7.4 times greater.

TONS OF MATERIAL FLOWS
REHABILITATION = 100

0 100 200 300 400 500 600

8 Demolish and Build New Il Bulld New at the Edge of City

700 800

Rehabllitate

On a larger scale, communities that preserve and reuse buildings can offset growth
pressures on open lands. A study funded by the EPA estimated that redeveloping
one acre of brownfields—vacant or underutilized urban land, including older build-
ings—is equivalent to preserving 4.5 acres of open space. Brownfields redevelop-
ment is particularly relevant to urban areas, but it can also be applied in smaller
communities and rural towns. In fact, it helps ease growth pressures so that open

- Sustainability —
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lands in rural areas can be preserved for agricultural and
recreational uses.

In helping to conserve open lands, preservation of build-
ings helps to improve public health. As an alternative to
suburban sprawl, preservation helps reduce driving, along
with its associated environmental and health costs. The
Utah Department of Environmental Quality estimates that
57 percent of greenhouse gas emissions in the state come
from mobile sources such as automobiles and trucks, and
is measured in part by vehicle miles traveled (VMT). So
reducing VMT can have a direct positive impact on public
health conditions. For example, in early 2013, prolonged
thermal inversions in Utah’s northern valley posed a sig-
nificant threat to public health due to reduced air quality.
Reducing VMT—and the pollutants that make up the smog
associated with these inversions—can reduce the occur-
rences of asthma and other respiratory problems.

Conversely, creating an urban environment in which walk-

— oy

Spring City home

after rehabilitation

ing is a pleasant and efficient experience has significant public health benefits. More
intensive use of existing built areas leads to a greater concentration of activities.
This encourages both residents and visitors to get out of their vehicles and walk to
multiple destinations. A relatively recent tool has been developed by WalkScore.
com. Using multiple variables, the WalkScore system calculates a score for any
address in over 10,000 communities across the country. Addresses (and neighbor-
hoods) are then given a “walkability” rating that ranges from “car dependent” to

“walker’s paradise”.

To understand the walkability of historic neighborhoods the WalkScore was
determined for more than 900 houses in Salt Lake City that used the Utah Historic
Preservation Tax Credit. These scores were then compared to the neighborhood

scores for the entire city. The results are in the table below.

WALKABILITY IN SALT LAKE CITY’S HISTORIC DISTRICTS

Score Category Tax Credit Projects  City of Salt Lake
90-100 Walker’s Paradise 3.1%
70-89 Very Walkable 41.6% 21.4%
50-69 Somewhat Walkable 51.4% 48.6%
25-49 Car Dependent 3.9% 30.0%
0-24 Car Dependent 0.0%

Walkability is important on the regional environmental level by reducing VMT and the
corresponding effect on air quality. On the individual level here is what the American

Journal of Preventive Medicine has reported: “Neighborhoods built a half-century or

— Sustainability —
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more ago were designed with “walkability” in mind. And living in them reduces an
individual’s risk of becoming overweight or obese.”

The Doctrine and Covenants directs LDS Church members to “be diligent in preserv-
ing what thou hast, that thou mayest be a wise steward” (D&C 136:27) “And the ben-
efits shall be consecrated unto the inhabitants of Zion and unto their generations.”
(D&C 70:8) When written that stewardship probably referred to the land and water
and the production of the early pioneers. But today Utahns are being wise stewards
of their historic built environment in addition to the land and water, preserving
those benefits for future generations, and practicing sustainable development at the
sametime.

DOWNTOWN REVITALIZATION

Downtown revitalization—and particularly preservation-
based revitalization—is increasingly recognized as a viable,
cost-effective approach to local economic development.
Communities that have restored their downtown’s his-
toric character as part of revitalization efforts have not
only achieved substantial economic growth: they have
established a strong identity that has led to further eco-
nomic opportunities.

: |
Main Streett, Cedar City

Why reinvest in downtown?

« Downtown is an incubator for local entrepreneurs. Local businesses create
a stable foundation for economic growth because they do not rely on
economic interests based elsewhere. In addition, the multiplier of local
businesses—that is, the percent of business income returned to the local
economy—is much higher than that of national corporations. A 2012 study
in Salt Lake City concluded that local businesses returned over 50 percent
of their income to the local economy, while national chains returned less
than 15 percent.

« Historic buildings and public places tell the story of the community and
give a sense of its current direction. A clear sense of community identity
has very real economic impacts. In marketing terms, it creates differentia-
tion by establishing a clear brand for downtown and the broader commu-
nity. This brand increases a community’s ability to compete economically.

» Focusing on downtown helps to manage growth in the entire community.
Communities throughout Utah—even those that would have recently
been considered remote—are experiencing the pressures of population
growth. Concentrating development a central business district allows
for more cost-effective allocation of public resources like infrastructure
and preserves open land for productive long-term alternatives. In other

— Downtown Revitalization —
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words, communities are economically healthier when they grow from the
inside out.

+ Local economies work better when they are based on a density of activity.
When economic activity is concentrated in a smaller area like downtown,
consumer activity intensifies and businesses can “feed” one another
more effectively.

Several Utah communities have used a preservation-based downtown revitalization
approach and their results reconfirm the wisdom of those efforts. Many smaller com-
munities were involved in the Utah Main Street program. Main Street is downtown
economic development in the context of historic buildings.

From 1996 through 2005 — the first ten years of the Main Street Program’s existence
— sales at Panguitch’s motels and bed-and-breakfast inns
increased by nearly 60 percent. By contrast, transient
room tax revenues for Garfield County increased by only 18
percent during this period, while, for the state as a whole,
those revenues increased by only 35 percent.

At the same time that Panguitch’s economy was captur-
ing more visitor dollars, it was also diversifying. For the
same ten-year period (1996-2005), sales in Miscellaneous
Retail increased by over 300 percent, even as large-scale
retail development intensified in nearby Cedar City

and Richfield.
Gem Theatre, Panguitch

CROSSROADS OF THE WEST, OGDEN

When Congress authorized the creation of the Crossroads of the West Historic District in 2000, two purposes were
spelled out: 1) to use the historic district to educate and inspire the public, and 2) to enhance cultural and compat-
ible economic redevelopment. Combining historic preservation and economic development may have been a new
concept to some, but it was well understood by property owners, preservation advocates, and Ogden City when the
district was established.

Alittle over a decade later the 10-square-block mixed-use neighborhood anchored by the Union Station has become
a national model of excellent historic rehabilitation, high quality infill
construction, and an eclectic array of shops and eateries. Dozens of annual
events draw visitors from throughout Utah and beyond.

Since 2006 34 buildings in the district have undergone rehabilitation, match-
ing $466,000 in grant money with $762,000 in private capital.

Today the Utah Transit Authority provides 21st century transportation from
the same Union Station that truly made Ogden the Crossroads of the West.

— Downtown Revitalization —
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Over the past 35 years, the collective assessed value of downtown property in
Brigham City has increased by over 300 percent and downtown businesses - in only
a nine square-block area - have generated $13 million in sales taxes.

In order to assess the impacts of historically appropriate rehabilitations in Utah, the
Utah Department of Community and Economic Development conducted an analysis
in 2003 of 67 rehabilitation projects from around the state. That analysis concluded
that every dollar invested generated $11.84 in economic impacts, including payroll,
property values, and spending that, in turn, generated $1.53 in public revenues.
These impacts may seem modest, until it is understood that the average cost of a
project was slightly less than $12,000 and the average population of the communities
in which the rehabilitations took place was just over $14,000.

According to the responses to a survey of property owners who had rehabilitated
their buildings according to historic standards, those projects reduced the overall
vacancy rate from 27 percent before rehabilitation to 10 percent after.

These modest rehabilitation projects have had a majorimpact on property
owners’ income.

« Crystal Drug in Tooele saw rents increase by 40 percent follow-
ing rehabiliation.

« At the Warenski Home in Murray rent went from $0 in prior to rehabiliation
in 1997 to $2,000 today. The current tenant has been in property for over
10 years.

« 47 South Main in Payson had been vacant for several years. Following
rehabiliation, the building generated $1,700 in rents from ground and
upper floor leases.

« Gary’s Shoes in Richfield doubled sales in eight-year period follow-
ing rehabiliation.

« The former Continental Bank in Salt Lake City was vacant and threatened
with demolition. There might have been a vacant lot. Instead there is an
impressive structure on the tax rolls for $22 million.
Following redevelopment into the Hotel Monaco,
the facility pays an estimated $1 million per year in
lodging, restaurant, and sales taxes, while property
taxes exceed $350,000.

The Casino Star Theatre in Gunnison was acquired in
2004 by a foundation which rehabilitated the historic
structure. The project has not only reclaimed its role
as cultural center of the community, but it has served
as a catalyst for downtown businesses. Between
2003 and 2010, gross sales in restaurants, apparel

Casino Star Theatre, Gunnison

— Downtown Revitalization —
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and accessories, and general retail stores increased by nearly 25 percent -
even as per capita income in Gunnison was declining. For the two sectors
for which detailed data are available - restaurants and miscellaneous retail
- the contrast is striking: In the six years before the theater’s rehabilita-
tion, sales in these categories increased by approximately $60,000. In the
two years immediately following completion of the rehabilitation, sales in
these two categories increased by over $350,000.

Another way to measure the relative effects of heritage based revitalization efforts

is by comparing the experience of Mt. Pleasant which has used that approach with
that of Manti and Gunnison, two other Sanpete County communities of the same size
as Mt. Pleasant that had not undertaken downtown revitalization. In the five years
after Wal Mart’s opening in Ephraim, Manti and Gunnison saw their downtown sales
decrease by 24 percent and 23 percent, respectively. Downtown sales in Mt. Pleasant
outperformed those in Manti and Gunnison, even though Manti - as the county

seat - and Gunnison - as the site of the Utah State Prison - had significant market
advantages. Taking a longer comparative view, between 1997 (the first year for which
detailed data are available) and 2010, downtown sales in Mt. Pleasant increased by 33
percent, while those in Gunnison increased by 14 percent and those in Manti actually
decreased by six percent.

CHANGE IN DOWNTOWN SALES
1997 - 2010
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Mt. Pleasant Gunnison Manti

CASE STUDY OF PRESERVATION-BASED ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT: ST. GEORGE

In the 1970s, St. George began to transform from a quiet desert community into a haven for retirees. From 1970 to
2010, its population grew by nearly 900 percent. This dramatic increase naturally generated increased commercial
demand which, in turn, generated significant large-scale commercial growth expanding commercial activity away
from the community’s historic center.

As a result, the center of St. George faced increased economic pressure. However, rather than ignoring downtown,
the community focused on it as an important economic and cultural resource. The first step was the designation in
1980 of a downtown historic district and the establishment of a fagade grants program to encourage property own-
ers to restore the historic character of their buildings. Over the past 20 years, more than two dozen

— Downtown Revitalization —
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continued »>

facade rehabilitations have been completed in downtown and more than
$10 million of private investment has gone into both historic rehabilitation
and compatible new construction.

The City of St. George has been an active partner. To date, its invest-

ment in downtown totals well over $10 million and includes both historic
renovations as well as architecturally compatible new buildings The city’s
investments have been complemented by other government entities, with
the Washington County School District and the State of Utah constructing
new architecturally compatible buildings in downtown at a total cost of
over $15 million.

These various projects reflect the diversity and intensity of use in downtown St. George. Perhaps more than any other
community in Utah, St. George has successfully integrated commercial, civic , and cultural - all

of which complement downtown’s historic character. This diversity and intensity is both a reflection of and a catalyst
in downtown’s economic vitality.

That vitality continues to intensify, as downtown businesses expand. Even more telling, however, is the fact that local
businesses are relocating to downtown. A recent headline in the Spectrum proclaimed that “Downtown continues to
attract new businesses.” Those move-ins include a technology company, medical offices, and an ophthalmology prac-
tice. As ophthalmologist Dr. Sharon Richens explains regarding her move to downtown, “St. George has such a sense of
character and | wanted our new building to have a sense of place, to be within walking distance of the downtown.”

But perhaps the strongest evidence of the impacts of historic preservation on downtown is found in Ancestor Square,
a shopping center at the intersection of Main Street and St. George Boulevard that its developers characterize as “an
example of architecture, entrepreneurship and history nicely interwoven.” Ancestor Square comprises 12 buildings,
half of which are listed on the National Register of Historic Places and half of which are new. Ancestor Square is now
over 30 years old and now houses over 15 businesses - retail, personal and professional services, and restaurants -
as well as serving as the site for the Downtown Farmers Market.

This economic growth is the direct outcome of the “sense of place” which, in turn, is the direct result of the priority
that the business community and local government have placed on sustaining the historic character of downtown.

— Downtown Revitalization —
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FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY

There are many good causes in the world. But the reality is,
particularly in times of shrinking public budgets, economic
challenges, and a cloudy financial future fiscal responsi-
bility should be a priority for both taxpayers and elected
officials across the political spectrum. Not every cause that
might deserve public-sector support will receive it.

How does historic preservation rate on the fiscal respon-
sibility scale? The most direct public financial support for
private-sector investment in historic properties comes
through the Utah Historic Preservation Tax Credit, so it

merits a special look. Fuller Point Warehouse / Big-D Construction
Headquarters, Salt Lake City

The Utah Historic Preservation Tax Credit

In 1992, the Utah Legislature enacted a 20 percent Historic Preservation Tax Credit
to encourage private investment in historic residential properties, both rental and
owner-occupied. The goal of the Legislature was to leverage $4 of private investment
for every $1 of state tax credit. But as with any tax incentive, it is appropriate to ask
three questions: 1) Does it work? 2) Does it advance the public purpose for which it
was enacted? and 3) Is it cost-effective for Utah taxpayers?

The answer to all three questions is a resounding Yes.

In the last 20 years, over 1,100 historic residential properties have been rehabilitated
under this program, representing private-sector investment of nearly $120 million.

The Utah Historic Preservation Tax Credit program was designed by the Legislature
to encourage substantial investment—there is a $10,000 project minimum—and
requires that only projects that are consistent with good preservation practice receive
the credit. These two provisions mean that the program has long-term benefits for
Utah citizens.

When the State of Utah provides $200,000 in tax credits for rehabilitation:
« Aminimum of $1,000,000 is invested by the private sector;

+ That investment spurs an additional $674,481 of economic activity in the
state’s economy;

« This results in the creation of 5.9 jobs directly and another 5.2
jobs indirectly;

« Those workers receive paychecks totaling $550,095;

« Business owners receive $177,495 in proprietors’ income and $107,958
in profits;

— Fiscal Responsibility —
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» Local governments receive $16,762 in sales tax and $15,000 each yearin
additional property taxes; and

» The State receives $40,940 in income taxes, $39,390 in sales taxes, and
$10,127 in indirect business taxes.

So when the additional economic activity is included, and the money returned to the
State Treasury is considered, over $15 of economic activity is generated in the private
sector for every $1 provided by the state tax credit. The Utah Historic Preservation Tax
Credit was enacted to save historic buildings, not as an economic development tool.
But its effectiveness in leveraging private-sector investment is a model for economic
development professionals around the country.

But it is not just the Utah Historic Preservation Tax Credit that meets the fiscal
responsibility test.

+ 100 percent of the Federal Investment Tax Credit stays in Utah rather than
being sent to Washington, D.C. Since 1990, that means that more than $35
million remained in Utah instead of in the coffers of the U.S. government.

« Local governments receive more than $4 million each year in additional
property tax revenue from projects that used the Federal or State Historic
Tax Credits. That amount is enough to pay for 121 new teachers or 150 new
police officers.

+ In Salt Lake City, if properties in historic districts had declined as much
as houses outside historic districts, there would be $175 million less in
property value in the city.

« Occasionally, historic preservation is accused of being excessively expen-
sive. But data shows that simply isn’t the case. The average investment
under the Utah Historic Preservation Tax Credit is $23.03 per square foot.

« Projects done using the Federal Investment Tax Credit tend to be larger,
are generally commercial rather than residential, and are more frequently
complete renovations. Even so, the rehabilitation costs for these projects
ranged from $44.89 to $273.31 per square foot, with an average of $133.12
per square foot.

 On average, each homeowner in a local historic district in Salt Lake City
saved $11,646 in property value decline between the recession years of
2008 and 2012.

Fiscal responsibility certainly means that governments spend taxpayers’ money
judiciously. It also means recognizing that we are beneficiaries today of investments
that others made in the past. That understanding brings with it the responsibility of
making decisions today that benefit citizens not just through the next election, but
the next generation.

For the citizens of Utah, historic preservation meets both definitions.

— Fiscal Responsibility —
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CONCLUSIONS

An historic building is more than just one more
piece of real estate. Brent Roberts, Director

of Headquarter Facilities for the LDS Church
put it this way: “Our historic buildings are the
physical symbols of the Church. Our member-
ship views these buildings as the direct con-
nection to the pioneer era of the Church.” For
all Utahns the stewardship of the built heritage
is a way of respecting the past but also the way
to be a good steward for the future.

in the long run, these symbolic, social, cul- . : :
tural, and educational values of historic pres- A preservation workshop in Cache County on
ervation are more important than its economic building traditionat barr doors.
value. But as the great British economist John

Maynard Keynes said, “In the long run we’re all dead.”

In the short run many of those who make decisions about historic buildings - prop-
erty owners, developers, state and local government officials, institutions, bankers,
real estate brokers - are legitimately concerned with the short term and that includes
the economic value of preservation. The results of this analysis demonstrate that
good stewardship of long term assets provides significant short term dividends.

« Historic preservation creates jobs, more jobs per $1 million of output than
the vast majority of industries in Utah.

« Historic preservation generates income, more income per $1 million of
output than the vast majority of industries in Utah.

« Historic preservation is an effective tool for downtown revitalization
as measured by new businesses, increased sales, reduced vacancies,
increased tax revenues, and increased property values.

« Historic preservation not only draws visitors to the state but is part of
almost every visitor’s experience in Utah. Even though heritage visitors
are a relatively small share of total tourism in Utah their economic impact
isimmense.

« Historic districts enhance property values in times of appreciation and
stabilize property values in weak real estate markets.

« The stability of historic neighborhoods mitigates the risk for foreclosure.

« The good stewardship of historic buildings is automatically good
stewardship of the environment. Sustaining historic buildings is sustain-
able development.

— Conclusions —
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« For anyone who is a strong advocate for fiscal responsibility, historic
preservation should be a top priority. The demolition of historic buildings
is more often an act of fiscal irresponsibility.

Future generations of Utahns will be thankful for the good stewardship of historic
buildings. But the profits through preservation accrue to property owners, state and
local governments, downtown business owners, neighborhood residents, and tax-
payers today.

— Conclusions —
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION BY THE NUMBERS

$717,811,000 Directand indirect spending by visitors to Utah heritage sites & special events. *

$198,379,272 Salaries and wages paid as a result of historic preservation projects using
Federal or State historic rehabilitation tax credits. &

$177,276,340 Amount of private investment in historic buildings using the Federal
Investment Tax Credit. &

$119,273,302 Amount of private investment in historic buildings using the Utah State
Historic Preservation Tax Credit. #

$35,455,268 Investment that stayed in Utah rather than sent to Washington because of the
Federal Investment Tax Credit. &

7,300,000 Number of visitors to Utah heritage sites and special events each year. *

$4,374,000 Additional statewide annual property tax revenues from investment in historic
preservation projects. *

7,313 Direct and indirect jobs generated by the heritage portion of Utah’s tourism
industry. *

4,969 Jobs from historic preservation projects using Federal or State historic reha-
bilitation tax credits. &

2,470 Housing units rehabilitated using the Utah Historic Preservation Tax Credit. #
1,128 Number of projects using the Utah Historic Preservation Tax Credit. #

350 Tons of raw and waste materials generated when an older house is demolished
and replaced with a new one. Rehabilitating the same older house generates
only 50 tons of materials.

100% Cities where foreclosure rate was lower in historic districts than the rest of
the city.

68 Average “Walk Score” for historic preservation projects in Salt Lake City, as
compared to an overall city score of 58.

33% Increase in downtown sales volume in Mt. Pleasant in the decade after it
became a Main Street community. »

15% Tourists in Utah who visited a historic site during their stay. *

* Annual ® Aggregate 1990-2012 # Aggregate 1993-2012 A Aggregate 1997-2012

The activity that is the subject of this report has been financed in part with federal funds from the National Park Service, U.S. Department of Interior, and
administered by the State Historic Preservation Office of Utah. The contents and opinions do not necessarily reflect the views or policies of the Department
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properties. Under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Section 504 of the Rehabilitation

Act of 1973, and the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, the U.S. Department of the
Interior prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, national origin, disability or age in its
federally assisted programs. If you believe you have been discriminated against in any program,
activity, or facility as described above, or if you desire further information , please write to: Office
for Equal Opportunity, National Park Service, 1849 C Street NW, Washington, D.C. 20240.

The report was designed by Stefanie Borys, Utah State Parks.

uTan

| | ah Division o DNR
s B StateHistory ¥ UTA >

STAYG PARKE

GEORGE S. AND DoLORES DoRE ECCLES
F O U N D A T 1 [o] N

([DAK [”1 N Save the past. Enrich the future.” SOUTHERN UTAH UNIVERSITY

TOUNIEM BURS ALY

“ AN\ National Trust for REGIONAL )
i el HEORE A on SUUSEvices  ZIONS BANK



€ 10¢ 1240120
S2IW0oU023330|d AQ Pa1dnpUOo)

uollepuNOo4 agejluaH yeyn 4oy Apnis

Yein ul uolleAsasald

D11031SIH JO 10edw| JlwWOU0d3 3y |

-NOILVAd151dd HONOYHL S11404d

o

- |




aWodU| M wislno|
pue sqof 93e1lIoH

Mijigisuodsay
[=SE

San|ep
A11adoud

UOI1eZI|B1INDY
UMOIUMO(]

JUSWIUOJIAUT




[ AL -
Jo SN
Ba s L o

e = 5 s e

SW0odU|
pue sqor




e S ol [ORR SIS BAE] MR  e . R
Nﬁoxmvmdmmm Ncm\mmmxmﬂﬁm 7 ondmNNmHm JU9WIISOAU|
e 821'T | 60T | swalod

_muO._. wumpm _mgmmum”_

¢T0Z-066T
MpaJ) xel 3uisn
ssuipjing 211031SIH Ul JUBWISIAU| d1EAlId

on o Sl

G
O
o
N
Q)
=
Q
=
O
O
=
D




UO1SUIYSeAA 01 BUO3 dABY PINOM 3SIMIBYL0 18U ASUO|A _
CLL'866S |
Awouod3 ay3 ul a1aymas|3 AJIAII0Y JILLIOUOI] _

TVLOL ¥SS'L18$ || 30241pul 099°0TES || 199410 ¥68°9€SS |
aWOodU| *

a

WLIOLZZT || wempuisz || wemazor |
sqof m

9WO0JU| pue sqof

uolielljigeyay d1401SIH uo 3uads 000‘000°TS




pPaJNpu| 33 13Jipuj M 103410 W

¢T0C T1T0C¢ 0TOC 600C 800C £00C 900C SO0C ¥00C £00¢ TOOCZ TOOZ 000C

_-

S,

D —
s e,

s393(04d }paL) Xe] J1I03SIH |esapaS - SqOf

00T

00¢

00€

0[0)7%

00S

009

004

l—s
O
S
Wn
Q)
)
Q
=3
O
O
=
D




P2NpU| ' 103JIpU| M 129410 W

N N N N No N N N N N N N N

(@) o (] (] o (@] (@] o o (@] (& o o

b= =2 =2 (@) o o (@) (@) o o o (@) o

N = o (o] (0] ~J (@)} (92 o w N = (@]
0S
000°000'SS
000°000°0TS
000°000°STS
000°000°02$
000'000°S2S
000°000°0€$

s309[0.1d }pal) xe] J1103SIH [eldpa4 - awodu|

[
O
o
O
Q)
=
Q
=7
O
O
=
D




6967 W10L|

e e e —
/3241pu |
168 | (BN pauq|

pauiqwo) | 23RS | |eJapad

Z10Z-066T
s103(0.d uoeH|Iqeyay dMOISIH WOl Sqof &4

9WOdU| pue sqof




A\ - 2
@.. ' e

CLT6LEB6TS

st0oe0'eLs

d__

pauIqWo)

s10aload uoneljiqeyay

LYT'EVE'STTS

CET'VOSTSS

(94007615

m.%mww--- |

¢10¢

G9€‘coseS |

| OPT'SL89VTS

BS7'SER'ESS

_m‘_w_uw.w_:

-0661
J1401SIH W04} 3WodUu|

788'6£0€6S |

.r. |.M ¥ _ %F_.U _q’.._ /)

N

WVLOL|

poonpu|

/¥341pU|

12110

9WO0JU| pue sgof




*. - . —

,,ﬁ .mc.: _u_ _._muD mm u_.owo;...

E@m_ 39 pjnom 1 mmmc_m:-_ﬁmlm‘_m
:;_,

pmf 1 E4onw 1| uId3s 3 :mmov pm;.r =

| ? - ﬂumq oid __nn
_ | Hpaud xE u:oum_r_ 0} 3jgenquie [
. usaq aney yein ui sydsysied il
Ul 000‘00S‘8S pue sqof 0oz 4an0 Hm_,:-_

0661 22UlS JeaA yoea 33etane co

e
...n..r ....

9W0dU| pue sqof

Fits 2 L J
Vit Sl

4 rad ]



9W0dU| pue sqof

mNo_m.%m mm_m ‘LY8S | 9LT - Uoneyjiqeyay
T _mmnﬂ TR Suipjing u:eum__._
c0Z'8v$ | 808'608% | 89l UONONIISUOD MBN
: = |
00€veS | Liw HSWA v@ sieg g sjueINelsay
.—”m._wxﬂmm (i O._”m mwmm MON v S9JIAJSS aJed Yljeay aWOoH
) u
(TE8ESS ) €99°TELS | 9€T S32IAJSS |e33]
¢ woﬂlﬂmvm Y.L SEYS 6'S 3uisoy gam ‘guissatoud ejeq
CSL'9ES | 0SECTIS L9T SIS Sl [eRE)
mm._%_wmm ) mmm\Hme '€ sulunyoejnuew 49indwo)
996°LVS | 6588SES Wi uonoe.xd se3 g |10
gor/awoodu| QWODU| sqof Aixsnpuj

uoi3donpoud ul UuoljjilAl TS/2woduj pue sqof
yein ui suospedwo) Ansnpuj




uoilezli|elnay
UMOIUMO(]




juesea|d

JUB|A] uosiuunog N ol O
%0 | =

| s |
%0T 2
= %0¢ m
%S¢ m-

%0€ | %

%SE L m_.

0T0Z - L66T : =

sajeg umojumoq ui wwcm__._u




UOI1BZI|B1IARY UMOIUMOQ]




S|eiluad Joo|} Joddn @ punoud
WwoJy syual 00L‘TS geysad 1oy
geyad 210j9g juedep

uosAed

qeyas sone SRR nvm%z%
%0p PIsea.oUl JUSY  wiuE e B R
3|1900] &=

qeyaJ Ja1je sieah g ui pajgnop sa|es
PIPHYIIY

UOI1BZI|B1INDY UMOIUMO(]



%GZ dn 1134 snoaue||aasiw
pue $31J0SSaJJk pue [aJedde

‘Syueanelsal 0T0Z pue £007 Usamiag

uosiuunog —1oedwj JnnAjeie)

w,
O
=
>
1
O
=
-
-0
D
=,
1
<
=
Q
.
O
>




S$)20|q aJenbs
6 WO0J} uollelauas xel sa|es Jo uol||iw £TS

%00€ dn san|eA Ajuadoud

A1) weysig — uoliezijeyinal
UMOIUMOP paseq-uollealasald Jo sieaA g¢

O
O
=
-
—t
O
=
>
0
9
=.
~t
D
=
Q
.
O
>




SoXe) sajes ‘Buidpoj
‘Juelnelsal ul uol||lw TS ‘saxe3 Ajuadoud
000‘0SES ‘@n|eA passasse Uol||IN ZZS :Aepol

7=

=

BT STLISTI ST, s, T s o~y sy

._

|

b
g
w

J
¢
d

UOI1BZI|B1IADY UMOIUMO(]




Ayljlgeuieisng




Bupphroy

. Y
< RS T

SMO|{ [elia1e|A

___ [osodsig

N
-
n
~—+
&
=
Q
o
=
<




Suol 8'1G¢€

lIlu] pue uonijowaq

Suol ¥°¢81

uoildnaisuo) adAj-An) a8p3

suol €LY

2
&
wn
—
el
-
Q)
s
W_.J
<

uoneyjiqeyay

SMO|{ [elId1.eA




g
c
n
—+
Q

iqeu

Al

~




ae
“Secsmsrey
s s —)
from- i e )
yEE——
O
s
e
O
SRl
[
s
ERETERLE
s
e
e
e

wn
2
)
(O
=
T
Q
W
>
@)
o
O
e
@)
+
L
uGe
Q
o]0]
(O
S
Q
>
(q0]
Q
el
S

Swin i
A
-

retained rather than razed reduced the
iImpact on the landfill by 116.6 Tons
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PROFITS THROUGH PRESERVATION

The Economic Impact of Historic Preservation in Utah

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Jobs and Income
Heritage Tourism
Property Values
Sustainablity

Downtown Revitalization

Fiscal Responsibility
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Historic preservation in Utah is not about putting a fence around monuments. The historic
resources of Utah are part of the daily lives of its citizens. However, the historic resources of Utah
are also providing a broad, significant contribution to the economic health of this state.

R O $1,000,000 INVESTED IN REHABILITATING
Rehabilitating a historic building in Utah reclaims AHISTORIC BUILDING IN UTAH MEANS:

an asset and is also a powerful act of economic Direct Jobs 10.2
development that creates jobs, household income, indirect Jobs 75
and property value. :
Direct Salary & Wages $536,894
Indirect Salary & Wages $310,660

Because of the labor intensity of rehabilitation and the
Economic Activity Elsewhere

relatively high wages for workers, very few industries G $998,772
create more jobs and household income for Utah y

workers per $1 million of economic activity than Indirect Business Tax $12,127
historic preservation. State Sales Tax $22,090
HERITAGE TOURISM

In some states, “heritage tourism” is a discrete set of activities. in Utah, heritage is
incorporated in a wide range of visitor experiences. The 4 million people who visit
Temple Square each year come for religious, business, or genealogical reasons, but ;
they are visiting a National Historic Landmark. The 500,000 movie-goers who attend
the Sundance Film Festival do so in one of the great historic towns in the West.
Nearly 5.5 million visitors travel to Bryce Canyon and Zion national parks for their
incredible scenery and unique geology, but they get there by traveling through the
Mormon Pioneer Heritage Area, one of 49 National Heritage Areas in the country.

For this study, only the visitation to 62 heritage sites and events were measured.
Even so, that represented over 7.2 million visitors with direct expenditures of nearly
$400 million.

PROPERTY VALUES - IN GOOD TIMES AND BAD

Utah citizens appreciate their built heritage, and many of them choose to live in landmark buildings and
historic districts. They choose these houses for many reasons — quality of construction, architectural character,
convenience of the neighborhood, and others. And the admiration they hold for historic houses is repaid with
higher rates of appreciation in value. National and

Single Family Foreclosure Rates local historic districts were analyzed in five cities:
e Logan, Ogden, Park City, Provo, and Salt Lake City. In
B T ~ | everyinstance, the rates of appreciation of homes in
ARE peeclasure Rate far Gty historic districts were greater than those in the city as
- u Foreclosure Rate for Historic Districts awhole.

When everyone’s property is going up in value,
perhaps a percentage point or two in higher annual
appreciation rates isn’t surprising. But what happens
to historic houses in times of declining property
values? Foreclosure rates over the last five years of real
estate chaos were examined in those same five cities.

10.0% — —— =
5 l II

Salt Lake City Provo

0.0%
Park City




Both homeowners and their bankers should be happy the decision was made
to live in a historic district. In each city, the rate of foreclosure of single family
houses in historic districts was lower than that in the city as a whole.

SUSTAINABILITY

The 19th century pioneers who settled in Utah were good stewards because
they had to be. Neither land nor resources could be wasted, so when they
built buildings, those buildings were built to last. And many of them are still
standing today. In the 21st century Utahns are good stewards because they
have learned to be. From the restoration of the Tabernacle in Provo to a new
roof on a bungalow in the Avenues to the pioneer courthouse in St. George,
institutions, governments and individuals are reinvesting in the resources of
yesterday for use tomorrow. They are doing so for economic reasons, but also
for environmental reasons. In Utah, building an identical house in another
location or demolishing and replicating a house on the existing site would
mean 4 to 7 times more materials produced, transported and disposed of
than rehabilitating an existing historic house in its current location. Historic
preservation has appropriately been called the ultimate in recycling.

DOWNTOWN REVITALIZATION

Not so long ago, downtowns were written off as a relic of the past. But many
Utah towns and cities decided that the historic built environment of the past
could be brought back to life, and that downtown could reclaim its rightful
place as the heart of the community. In almost every example of successful,
sustained downtown revitalization in Utah, the rehabilitation and reuse of
historic buildings has been a key component.

Historic downtowns provide a natural incubator for local entrepreneurs.
These businesses are central to local economic stability. Historic downtowns
communicate the identity of the community. Focusing on historic downtowns
provides the means for effectively and efficiently managing growth in a fiscally
responsible manner.

FISCAL RESPONSIBILITY

Fiscal responsibility means being prudent with taxpayers’ dollars. That is
exactly what the Utah State Historic Preservation Tax Credit program does.
Since it was adopted by the Legislature in 1994, over 1,100 projects have
used this credit as the catalyst for more than $119 million of private-sector
investment. Every dollar of state tax credit generates a minimum of $4 of
private investment. This has resulted in stabilized neighborhoods, revitalized
downtowns, sales taxes, property taxes, income taxes, and infrastructure
savings — not just restored historic buildings.

The Federal Historic Rehabilitation Tax Credit has also been used on projects
throughout the state. Since 1990, this credit has kept more than $35 million
in Utah, creating jobs and income here, instead of leaving the state for
Washington to invest elsewhere.




BY THE NUMBERS

HISTORIC PRESERVATION IN UTAH

$717,811,000 Direct and indirect spending by visitors to Utah heritage sites and special events. *

$198,379,272 Salaries and wages paid as a result of historic preservation projects using Federal or State
Historic Rehabilitation Tax Credits. &

$177,276,340 Amount of private investment in historic buildings using the Federal Historic
Rehabilitation Tax Credit. &

$119,273,302 Amount of private investment in historic buildings using the Utah State Historic
Preservation Tax Credit. #

$35,455,268 Investment that stayed in Utah rather than sent to Washington because of the Federal
Historic Rehabilitation Tax Credit. =

7,300,000 Number of visitors to Utah heritage sites and special events each year. *

$4,374,000 Additional statewide annual property tax revenues from investment in historic
preservation projects. *

7,313 Direct and indirect jobs generated by the heritage portion of Utah’s tourism industry. *
4,969 Jobs from historic preservation projects using Federal or State Historic Tax Credits. &
2,470 Housing units rehabilitated using the State Historic Tax Credit. #

1,128 Number of projects using the State Historic Tax Credit. #

350 Tons of raw and waste materials generated when an older house is demolished and replaced
with a new one. Rehabilitating the same older house generates only 50 tons of materials.

100% Cities where foreclosure rate was lower in historic districts than the rest of the city.

68 Average “Walk Score” for historic preservation projects in Salt Lake City, as compared to
an overall city score of 58.

33% Increase in downtown sales volume in Mt. Pleasant in the decade after it became a Main
Street community. A

15% Tourists in Utah who visited a historic site during their stay. *

* Annual B Aggregate 1990-2012 # Aggregate 1993-2012 ~ Aggregate 1997-2012

This study was funded in part by the following: Cedar City Brian Head Tourism Bureau, George S. and Dolores Doré Eccles Foundation, National Trust for Historic
Preservation, Salt Lake City Corporation, Southern Utah University Regional Services, Utah Division of State History, Utah State Parks, Utah Transit Authority, and
Zions Bank.

The activity that is the subject of this report has been financed in part with federal funds from the National Park Service, U.S. Department of Interior, and
administered by the State Historic Preservation Office of Utah. The contents and opinions do not necessarily reflect the views or policies of the Department of the
interior or the Utah State Historic Preservation Office, nor does the mention of trade names or commercial products constitute endorsement or recommendation by
the Department of interior or the Utah State Historic Preservation Office.

This program receives federal financial assistance for identification and protection of historic properties. Under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, and the Age Discrimination Act of 1975, as amended, the U.S. Department of the Interior prohibits discrimination on the basis of race,
color, national origin, disability or age in its federally assisted programs. If you believe you have been discriminated against in any program, activity, or facility as

described above, or if you desire further information , please write to: Office for Equal Opportunity, National Park Service, 1849 C Street NW, Washington, D.C. 20240.



dn-moj[o JuUsWISSISSY SPAIAN

S9I}|10B4 1Y 981039 1S




qgaM uedun( -
JPLISI(] [eINN) UMOIUMO(] €

suonjeziuegi() suidiouwry 10y do-o)) asn-9y sandepy uy ‘¢
diysisuired yuswdoppas Aifoe] Ayrunwuro)/[ooyds 1

:oIe A9y [, “Juasaid

e Ayrunuwiwrod ay3 ul Isxa Jeyy) sapruniroddo pue spasu

03 spuodsai yd1ym Jo yoes ‘syaafoid yusurdoaaap Aioey
[BI9A9S I9PISUOD 98109Y) “1§ JO AI1) 93 JeY] PUSUIUIODAI
PINOM 9AA ‘[[BY punoi-1ead mau e Ajiasn( 03 JuaIns

jou st sdnoi3 jyorduou Ayrunuwrwiod 3soyy Jo arnjeu aidel

9] pUB PUBWIDP 13SN JO [9A3] S JeY[) SUTRUISI 10B) 3y} INg




qgoM uedun( -

Jyoddns

PUE S9D1JJ0 10] SEDIE PJLIIPIP SUIOS aArY Ued sdnoi3 jeyy aoeds
[EUONIPPE Y3NOUD SI 319U} ‘A[[E9P] 'SWOOI [PSIBIYI [BUOTIIPPE YIIM
sdeytad ‘sdnox u.% Aq pareys aq ued jeyy soeds soueurroyrad S[qIxayj e
10y eare ueds-uado agie| e Fuiaq A3y ay3 ‘pardepe A[ises aq ued jeyy soeds
[eLIISNPUL IO [PIDISWIWIOD JO ULIOJ SUIOS bwuz SI SUIp[INg 3y [, “J1om adeds
9] [eW pue SIAI[S I19Y3 dn [[o1 0] paredaid are oym sdnoi§ jo 39s e 03
auIoy e sapiaold 1 ‘ureisns 03 9[qissod se deayd se pue a3ea.1d 03 aqissod
se deay se st ey} Suryiauwios op o3 st 3dadu0d SIYy] 10§ S[eUOHERI Y],

“8urog aoeds ay3 sdaay ey ‘1933501 A[2s0d yIom 03 A1jiqe 1Y) pue
SI9SN 3SOY3 JO 110JJ 9Y3 SI 3 3By SI A9) 3Y3] ING ‘DUIT] I9A0 OF PUE SUIOD
ued sdnoun) ‘adeds sanze1ado-00 e se 31 uni pue 3deds ay3 03Ul sA0UI U]
sdnoa3 Ayrunuruiod jo 3ss v “110ddns pue uononpoid ‘9150 ‘[esiesyai
10j seare [euonippe snjd sdeds s>ueurioprad e ojur 31 119AU0D pue
Ayrunururod ay) ut SUrp[ing SUNSIXS UB 19A0 3)e) 0] 9q P[NOM BIPI Y[,

9SNaYy aAlldepy







Toronto and Philadelﬁphia




LRI O Oy P a2 DUl Lunry

hrh\.v\ .

..

e




g e
1 e S el 8

R S

ARaE

=3
|
ot
ey
il 8
s
-
-
-

el T
o
Ll t,’-‘.: |
E
|
"'*
¥
L







— __
FAITN ST LT

N

J10]aq - S1IY 93 10J 191U SYOLIPUSE]




JI0]9g - SIIY 93] I0J I93U9)) SYOLIPUIH]




qgoM uedun(g -

19189y [, OL1II9[H

9} pue asnoH erad() ay3 Yred 100pIno syl Yym sioyoue s[qissod jo
9[dnod e dIe 319y} Ing **'SIOYISIA PUE SJUIPISII JOJ UOIJBUNISIP JURIYIUTIS
© 9)eaIDd ‘939[dUWIod UaYM ‘Jey] UOTIRZI[BIIADI UMOIUMOP SIALIP 18] JUIAD
d11A[eIed 93 UaYo are Aoy ‘A[jeulj puy ‘eare 3yl UIYIIM JUSWIAOPAIP
[EIDISWIWIOD 33eINOOUD 03 Y3noua snotod are Aoy ‘9xaN *(aoefed

91} 0] pasoddo se) aAISN[DUI pUe [9A3]-19211S 10U AT JeY} sjusuodwiod
JO SOLI3S B [IIM U1} I9A0 Pado[aAap aq ued Asy3 A[puodag driqej

uequn 9y} gururejal pue sguipjing Sunsixa Jursn-ai1 Aq Ayrunwuiod

93 Jo I930eIRyD pue adellioy o) adeIquIa A9Y3 ‘[[e JO ISII] ‘Suoseal
[BI9A9s 10] mou pado[aAdp Sulaq a1e s3oLIISI(] "9[eds dFIe| e 03 3[Ing
‘s90a1d ay3 Jo [[e yum SuIpying auo ,‘syre a3 jo aoefed e Surdofaasp jo
1daou0o [euonIpen 9y) Ueyl 191399 Yonuwi ‘pusn 2AnIsod A194 e se siy3 99s
9M 'sIeak ot 3sed ay3 1940 1e[ndod A1oA Sur0d3q aAey SIOLIISIP [RININD)

"JOLIISIP 9AI}DRINE pUR

9[qeZIUZ0d31 B 3)B3ID JRY} SHUAWISID Jo uSisap pue Suruued ay3 uay) pue
BaIe UMOJUMOD 93] puno.le pue ul sarnjons sunsixs jo fuisodind-ax
pUe UO[JPAOUDI 31]) SUBSUI SIY ], *931095) *IG UI IDLIISIP [BINI[ND UMOIUMOPD
e durdojaaap jo Ajigissod sy3 punore Supjury) swos ageinoous osye
PINOM oM ‘SaNI[ID®] JO s9dA3 JUaI3Ip 93D 0M] SUTPUSWIUIODAI SB [[oM Sy




o, | 8
‘a3

N

=

i e L ...

B

L e SR SR e

bl I e e
53

sapes uy [
sals sainydinas aiming §
saund|nds Jau10D) 9yl punosy Uy
sain1djnas J0opINQ JusUeWISY “
31noy 1no) Bupjepm aao |
saygluoIsH §§
ealy 1y JoopinQ pasodoiyd
vusiauy [l

AN3531










= A 1 2
4 o L S

|EH |BI120S 9810935 "1







Pioneer Courthouse
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What would our playground look like?
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FAIRMOUNT PARK - SHANES INSPIRATION
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